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PROPOSED SANTA FE SPRINGS WASHINGTON BOULEVARD REDEVELOPMENT
PROJECT AMENDMENT NO. 2 — CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS (FIRST DISTRICT)

On May 12, 2009, | sent your Board a routine memorandum regarding the Preliminary
Report issued by the Santa Fe Springs Community Development Commission on the
proposed Washington Boulevard Amendment. This memorandum is to advise you of
the status of this project. As we informed you in the May 12 memorandum, the City of
Santa Fe Springs is proposing to add areas to an existing redevelopment project.

My staff expressed our concerns to the City that the proposal did not conform to current
Community Redevelopment Law (CRL) as early as January 2009. After numerous site
visits, analysis of the Agency's findings, and negotiations with City staff, we were unable
to reach a satisfactory resolution of our concerns. Therefore, in order to preserve your
Board’s options in determining a potential course of action, we will file a Statement of
Objections with the City consistent with their public hearing on this project on
June 25, 2009. Failure to voice opposition at the hearing could preclude the County
from legally challenging the proposed project at a later date.

After presentation of our Objections, the City will be required to respond to the points
raised. Should this process not resolve our concerns, your Board may wish to consider
litigation. Attached is a copy of the Statement of Objections.

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective And Caring Service”
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The Statement of Objections addresses the following:

The blight findings presented by the Commission’s consultant throughout the
Preliminary Report are not substantial and lack specific evidence.

The consuitant admits that “There were only a few ‘Unsafe or Unhealthy’ buildings
identified in the Area.”

The consultant’s methodology presented to demonstrate physical blight is flawed
because the over-broad conditions used to define “aging, deteriorating” affords no
basis to determine if buildings are unsafe or unhealthy for human occupancy.

The consultant's list of parcels categorized as “blighted” includes numerous
commercial and industrial sites where no physical or economic blight is observable.

Characterizations of parcels as “a prime candidate for redevelopment” or having
“‘commercial potential”’ violates the CRL in that blight conditions must be assessed
based on existing conditions, not on the site’s development potential.

The Commission’s consultant fails to provide any data to support the claim that
property values are depreciated or stagnant; and the County’s data indicates
significant growth in assessed values in the last five years.

The findings regarding “Impaired Property Values Due to Hazardous Wastes” are
inadequate, as they fail to include any specific examples of actual conditions in the
Project Area, or why a restaurant that i is open to the public should be included in this
category.

The Vacancy Rate is flawed, as it appears the Commission’s consultant overstates
the number of vacant businesses by including vacant lots with no buildings and
parcels with businesses.

It appears that the Commission’s consultant believes that public infrastructure
deficiencies are a category of blight. The County disagrees with this assessment,
and believes that the inclusion of a public works wish list does not provide evidence
of blight, or provide a nexus to the alleviation of the blighted conditions, as required
by the CRL.
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e The consultant's evidence fails to show that the inclusion of non-blighted parcels is
for purposes other than the City’s collection of the tax increment.

e The County’s consultant found that the Commission’s findings of blight are not
consistent with the CRL, and the Commission’s adopting process included a number
of procedural errors. .

If you have any questions or need additional information regarding the status of this
amendment, please contact Robert Moran at (213) 974-1130, or via e-mail at
rmoran@ceo.lacounty.gov.
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11710 Telegraph Road
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

Dear Ms. Earl:

PROPOSED CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS WASHINGTON BOULEVARD
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA AMENDMENT NO. 2

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 33362, the County of Los Angeles hereby
submits its Statement of Objections to the proposed Washington Boulevard Redevelopment
Project Area Amendment No.2. The County believes the Community Development
Commission, in its Preliminary Report and Report to Council, has not complied with
Community Redevelopment Law (CRL).

It should be noted that County staff expressed concern to City staff as early as
January 2009 that the proposed project did not appear to be consistent with the CRL on
several counts. Attached is a detailed report expressing our objections to the proposed
Amendment. Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 33363, the County respectfully
requests your legislative body’s good faith reasoned analysis of and response to our
objections.

If you have any questions regarding this submission, please contact Robert Moran of this
Office at (213) 974-1130, or via e-mail at rmoran@ceo.lacounty.gov.

Sincerely,

WILLIA FUJ
Chief Executive Officer
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

SUMMARY

The City of Santa Fe Springs Community Development Commission
(the “Commission”) is proposing to adopt Amendment No. 2 to the Washington
Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area (the “Project Area”). The proposed
action would add approximately 186 acres to the existing Washington Boulevard
Project. The Commission is also seeking to adopt Amendment No. 4 to the
Amended Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area. The County has also
drafted a Statement of Objection for that Project.

Based on site visits, meetings with City staff, the County's analysis of the
Commission’s March 26, 2009 Preliminary Report, and the work of an
independent consultant retained by the County to review the contemplated
amendment, the County of Los Angeles believes that the proposed actions do
not meet the requirements of Community Redevelopment Law (CRL) regarding
the existence of blight, nor do the Commission’s blight findings rest on sulfficient
evidence of the type of conditions (unsafe or unhealthy) that are a burden on the
community as required by the CRL.

The Commission’s Preliminary Report lacks substantial supporting evidence or a
discussion of specific deficiencies in specific properties that, taken together,
qualify as blight, as required by the CRL. Rather, the evidence presented by the
Commission consists almost entirely of generalizations, assumptions,
non-sequiturs and recitals of the statutory language. There is no evidence
presented that the current Project Area is a burden or liability on the City, only
that many of the current uses could be put to a better use if the Amendment is
adopted.

Specifically, the County of Los Angeles has the following objections:

e The blight findings presented by the Commission’s consultant throughout
the Preliminary Report are not substantial and lack specific evidence.

e The consultant admits that “There were only a few ‘Unsafe or Unhealthy’
buildings identified in the Area.”

¢ The consultant’'s methodology presented to demonstrate physical blight is
flawed because the over-broad conditions used to define “aging,
deteriorating” affords no basis to determine if buildings are unsafe or
unhealthy for human occupancy.

¢ The consultant’s list of parcels categorized as blighted includes numerous
commercial and industrial sites where no physical or economic blight is
observable (see County photographs, Attachment #8).
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e Characterizations of parcels as “a prime candidate for redevelopment” or
having “commercial potential” violates the CRL in that blight conditions
must be assessed based on existing conditions, not on the site’s
development potential.

e The consultant believes that “lots of irregular shape and size for
designated development that do not meet market demands constitute
blight under California Redevelopment Law.” The County disagrees with
this interpretation as the consultant fails to provide evidence that physical
conditions prevent or substantially hinder the existing use of the buildings.

e The consultant fails to provide any data to support the claim that property
values are depreciated or stagnant; and the County’s data indicates
significant growth in assessed values in the last five years.

e The findings regarding “Impaired Property Values Due to Hazardous
Wastes” are inadequate, as they fail to include any specific examples of
actual conditions in the Project Area, or why a restaurant that is open to
the public should be included in this category.

e The Vacancy Rate is flawed, as it appears the consultant overstates the
number of vacant businesses by including vacant lots with no buildings
and parcels with operating businesses.

e |t appears that the consultant believes that public infrastructure
deficiencies are a category of blight. The County disagrees with this
assessment, and believes that the inclusion of a public works wish list
does not provide evidence of blight.

e The consultant’s evidence fails to show that the inclusion of non-blighted
parcels is for purposes other than the City’'s collection of the tax
increment.

e The proposed Redevelopment Plan Amendment No. 2 fails to comply with
various time limits contained in the Community Redevelopment Law.
Additionally, Attachment #7 points out the Commission's failure to
document compliance with various procedural requirements.
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Attachment #1
Attachment #2
Attachment #3
Attachment #4
Attachment #5
Attachment #6
Attachment #7

Attachment #8

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
Map of Project Area
Timeline of Correspondence
March 26, 2009 letter
Blighting Conditions Survey
List of Parcels
County Assessed Value Data
Report of Couhty’s consultant

County Project Area photographs
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There Is an Inadequate Showing of Blight in the Project Area

The Commission presents its findings of blight in the Preliminary Report.
According to Section 33354.6 of the Health and Safety Code’:

(a) When an agency proposes to amend a redevelopment plan
which utilizes tax increment financing to add new territory to the
project area, to increase either the limitation on the number of
dollars to be allocated to the redevelopment agency or the time limit
on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness
established pursuant to paragraphs (1) and (2) of subdivision (a) of
Section 33333.2 or pursuant to paragraphs (1) and (2) of
subdivision (a) of Section 33333.4, to lengthen the period during
which the redevelopment plan is effective, to merge project areas,
or to add significant additional capital improvement projects, as
determined by the agency, the agency shall follow the same
procedure, and the legislative body is subject to the same
restrictions as provided for in this article for the adoption of a plan.

The Community Redevelopment Law (CRL) and case law require that the
findings of blight presented by the Commission in the Preliminary Report be
based on substantial evidence. Substantial evidence has been defined as being
“of ponderable legal significance” that “must be reasonable in nature, credible,
and of solid value; it must actually be ‘substantial’ proof of the essentials which
the law requires in a particular case.” This Statement of Objections will show
that the Commission’s findings of blight are not supported by substantial
evidence, but rather are a thin collection of conclusory statements predicated on
the Commission’s misinterpretation of the law, and lack the specific evidence
necessary to conclude that there is blight in the Project Area.

Further, the reader of the Commission’s Preliminary Report assumes that the
Commission has presented its evidence in its entirety. Should the Commission
attempt to enter additional evidence into the Administrative Record in its Report
to Council, it would render the reporting requirements of the CRL (the Preliminary
Report must be released no less than 90-days prior to the Joint Public Hearing)
meaningless. How can evidence that is neither shared, nor reviewable prior to
the Joint Public Hearing be considered substantial and ponderable?

The current “blight” standards, based on AB 1290, case law, and various reforms
instituted by the Legislature’s response to repeated redevelopment abuse
requires objective, precise, fact-based, and comparative conditions. Sections
33030 to 33035 include:

! Unless otherwise indicated, all references are to the California Health and Safety Code.
? Friends of Mammoth v. Town of Mammoth Lakes Redevelopment Agency (2000) 82 CaI.App.4m
511, at p. 538.
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33030. (a) It is found and declared that there exist in many
communities blighted areas that constitute physical and economic
liabilities, requiring redevelopment in the interest of the health,
safety, and general welfare of the people of these communities and
of the state.

(b) A blighted area is one that contains both of the following:

(1) An area that is predominantly urbanized, as that term is
defined in Section 33320.1, and is an area in which the combination
of conditions set forth in Section 33031 is so prevalent and so
substantial that it causes a reduction of, or lack of, proper utilization
of the area to such an extent that it constitutes a serious physical
and economic burden on the community that cannot reasonably be
expected to be reversed or alleviated by private enterprise or
governmental action, or both, without redevelopment.

(2) An area that is characterized by one or more conditions set
forth in any paragraph of subdivision (a) of Section 33031 and one
or more conditions set forth in any paragraph of subdivision (b) of
Section 33031.

(c) A blighted area that contains the conditions described in
subdivision (b) may also be characterized by the existence of
inadequate public improvements or inadequate water or sewer
utilities. ‘

33031. (a) This subdivision describes physical conditions that
cause blight:

(1) Buildings in which it is unsafe or unhealthy for persons to live
or work. These conditions may be caused by serious building code
violations, serious dilapidation and deterioration caused by
long-term neglect, construction that is vulnerable to serious
damage from seismic or geologic hazards, and faulty or inadequate
water or sewer utilities.

(2) Conditions that prevent or substantially hinder the viable use
or capacity of buildings or lots. These conditions may be caused by
buildings of substandard, defective, or obsolete design or
construction given the present general plan, zoning, or other
development standards.

(3) Adjacent or nearby incompatible land uses that prevent the
development of those parcels or other portions of the project area.

(4) The existence of subdivided lots that are in multiple ownership
and whose physical development has been impaired by their
irregular shapes and inadequate sizes, given present general plan
and zoning standards and present market conditions.

(b) This subdivision describes economic conditions that
cause blight:

(1) Depreciated or stagnant property values.
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(2) Impaired property values, due in significant part, to hazardous
wastes on property where the agency may be eligible to use its
authority as specified in Article 12.5 (commencing with Section
33459).

(3) Abnormally high business vacancies, abnormally low lease
rates, or an abnormally high number of abandoned buildings.

(4) A serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are
normally found in neighborhoods, including grocery stores, drug
stores, and banks and other lending institutions.

(5) Serious residential overcrowding that has resulted in
significant public health or safety problems. As used in this
paragraph, ‘overcrowding”" means exceeding the standard
referenced in Article 5 (commencing with Section 32) of Chapter 1
of Title 25 of the California Code of Regulations.

(6) An excess of bars, liquor stores, or adult-oriented businesses
that has resulted in significant public health, safety, or welfare
problems.

(7) A high crime rate that constitutes a serious threat to the public
safety and welfare.

33035. It is further found and declared that:

(a) The existence of blighted areas characterized by any or all of
such conditions constitutes a serious and growing menace which is
condemned as injurious and inimical to the public health, safety,
and welfare of the people of the communities in which they exist
and of the people of the State.

(b) Such blighted areas present difficulties and handicaps which
are beyond remedy and control solely by regulatory processes in
the exercise of police power.

(c) They contribute substantially and increasingly to the problems
of, and necessitate excessive and disproportionate expenditures
for, crime prevention, correction, prosecution, and punishment, the
treatment of juvenile delinquency, the preservation of the public
health and safety, and the maintaining of adequate police, fire, and
accident protection and other public services and facilities.

(d) This menace is becoming increasingly direct and substantial
in its significance and effect.

(e) The benefits which will result from the remedying of such
conditions and the redevelopment of blighted areas will accrue to
all the inhabitants and property owners of the communities in which
they exist.

In its reforms of the CRL, reflected in SB 1206 of 2006, the Legislature indicated
the desire for more exacting blight findings:
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It is the intent of the Legislature, in amending Sections 33030,
33031, 33320.1, 33333.6, 33352, 33367, 33485, and 33486 of the
Health and Safety Code to restrict the statutory definition of blight
and to require better documentation of local officials' findings
regarding the conditions of blight. The legislative purpose of these
statutory amendments is to focus public officials' attention and their
extraordinary redevelopment powers on properties with physical
and economic conditions that are so significantly degraded that
they seriously harm the prospects for physical and economic
development without the use of redevelopment.”

Further, it is unclear if the consultant is using the current definitions of blight, or

prior definitions. The County believes that an amendment to add area requires
the use of blight definitions under current CRL.

Unsafe or Unhealthy Buildings

(1) Buildings in which it is unsafe or unhealthy for persons to live or
work. These conditions may be caused by serious building code
violations, serious dilapidation and deterioration caused by
long-term neglect, construction that is vulnerable to serious
damage from seismic or geologic hazards, and faulty or inadequate
water or sewer utilities.

The Preliminary Report’s first sentence in the “Physical Conditions of Blight”
section summarizes the Commission’s description of physical conditions: “There
were only a few ‘Unsafe or Unhealthy’ buildings identified in the Area; in addition,
many building were observed that had a wide variety of problems are indicative
of physical blight.”* Lacking examples of truly unsafe buildings, the Commission
attempts to categorize undefined conditions such as “Aging, Deteriorating, and
Poorly Maintained Buildings” as “indicative” of blight.

Some photographs are labeled as “Aging, Poorly Maintained,” but there is no
discussion of specific building conditions and how those conditions make it
unsafe for persons to live or work in these buildings. According to the
Preliminary Report, the consultant conducted a parcel-by-parcel survey of the
project area.  “Property and building conditions were recorded for each parcel
based upon guidelines and standards of health and safety concerns with regard
to structural integrity, conditions of buildings on site, and the overall condition of
the property. The standards used for the survey are shown on the form that was

3 SB 1206, Chapter 595, Approved by Governor September 29, 2008, Legislative Counsel’s
Digest, p. 5.

* Preliminary Report for Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project
Area, March 26, 2009, p. 22.
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used and is attached in the Appendix A.”> Appendix A (attached as Attachment
#4 of this Statement) includes categories such as “Unsafe building conditions,”
“Aging, deteriorating, and poorly maintained buildings,” etc.

What specific conditions did the consultant see during the survey that resulted in
a building being characterized as “Unsafe building conditions™?  Without
providing the detailed results of the survey, there is no way for the reader of the
Report to determine if the building conditions truly warrant the label of “Unsafe
building conditions.”

The following is an example of the seemingly arbitrary nature of the consultant’s
assignment of its blight categories:

#84 8311 Chetle Ave.

#83 12040 Rivera Rd.

3 Preliminary Report for Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project
Area, March 26, 2009, p. 11.
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According to County of Los Angeles Assessor records, both buildings were
constructed in 1977; and as can be seen in the County photographs, are in
similarly good physical condition. However, according to the Parcel List in the
Preliminary Report, the Commission’s consultant categorized parcel #84 as
“(A) Unsafe building conditions;” “(B) Aging, deteriorating, and poorly maintained
buildings;” “(F) outdated and inefficient building configuration;” and “(J) Vacant
and underutilized land or buildings.” Parcel #83 is categorized as “(E) Small and
irregular shaped lots under multiple ownership that are vacant or underutilized;”
and “(J) Vacant and underutilized land or buildings.” County staff observed that
neither parcel appeared to be vacant.

Observable and demonstrated evidence of dilapidated conditions in other
preliminary reports reviewed by the County have included: substantial or gaping
holes in exterior walls or fagade; visible cracks in the foundation; broken windows
or frames that are rotted or out of alignment; deteriorated, buckling, and rotting
roofing materials; collapsing and leaking ceilings; damaged or missing sections
of eaves or gutters; damaged or rotting exterior wall materials; warped and
unstable floors; water damage and mold growth; and inoperable doors.

County staff observed very few examples of these types of conditions that are
typically observed in blighted areas (See County photographs, Attachment #8).

In addition, because the consultant’s categories are so broadly defined, it is not
possible to determine if the label equates to truly blighted parcels. For example,
the category “Aging, deteriorating, and poorly maintained buildings” could include
minor deficiencies such as peeled paint and cracked sidewalks. Indeed, the
consultant’s comments for parcel numbers 37, 42, 56, and 147 include “chipped
paint.” The courts have repeatedly ruled that the mere existence of minor
deficiencies does not necessarily create unsafe or unhealthy conditions.
Redevelopment in California comments on such generalized findings of physical
blight in describing Friends of Mammoth:

The evidence supporting physical blight was inadequate because
the methodology used by the town to document building conditions
was flawed.  Specifically, the definition of terms such as
“deterioration” and “dilapidation” were over-broad, including
conditions such as the presence of peeling paint and dry rof,
making it impossible to determine whether a sufficient number of
structures were affected by conditions that were sufficiently serious
that they resulted in buildings that were unsafe or unhealthy for
human occupancy.®

The Friends of Mammoth court pointed out that “peeling paint, dry rot, and lack of
maintenance need not by themselves result in an unsafe or unhealthy building” in

8 Redevelopment in California, David F. Beatty et al., 2004 (Third Edition), p. 36.
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characterizing deterioration and dilapidation. And the Diamond Bar court
emphasized that this subdivision “does not refer to potentlal health and safety
concerns but to existing unsafe and unhealthy conditions.””

In contrast to the poorly defined categories used by the consultant in this case,
the County has reviewed other preliminary reports, from other consultants
regarding other redevelopment areas that provided more exacting categories.
For example, another consultant placed all buildings into one of five specific
categories based on defined conditions: Sound; Deferred Maintenance;
Moderate Rehabilitation required; Extensive Rehabilitation required; and
Dilapidated.

The County examined the buildings presented as “blighted,” referenced as
Attachment #8 to this Statement. For example, the building in the photograph
below (11770 Slauson Ave.) is characterized as blighted by the consultant:
(B) Aging, deteriorating, and poorly maintained buildings. The consultant’s
comment in the Parcel List (Attachment #5) for this parcel is “Aging Building.”
From the photograph below, there are no apparent deteriorating conditions
present, and the consultant fails to demonstrate why a building that reaches a
certain age should apparently automatically qualify as blighted.

#46 11770 Slauson Ave

Further, Table 4 on page 23 of the Preliminary Report is confusing and
misleading. Assuming the Commission’s listed categories are actually indicative
of blight (they are not, see above), the statement that 86 percent of the buildings

7 Beach-Courchesne v. Clty of Diamond Bar (2000) 80 Cal. App 4" at p. 399.
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exhibit signs of blight is not accurate. The percentages shown in Table 4 add to
a total of 237 percent, therefore, without knowing how many buildings are being
double-counted, it is not possible to determine the true number of buildings that
exhibit the Commission’s categories of blight.

Further indications of unsafe or unhealthy buildings, according to the Preliminary
Report, include faulty or inadequate water or sewer facilities. It is unclear what
the current deficiencies in these systems are, or how they are negatively
impacting the community. In fact, according to the Preliminary Report, the water
system “is operating properly and has adequate supply to provide for the needs
of the area,” and the wastewater system “has adequate capacity to
accommodate any development that is compatible with the adopted General
Plan.”

Conditions That Prevent or Hinder the Effective Use of Buildings

(2) Conditions that prevent or substantially hinder the viable use or
capacity of buildings or lots. These conditions may be caused by
buildings of substandard, defective, or obsolete design or
construction given the present general plan, zoning, or other
development standards.

The Preliminary Report lists various commercial and industrial sites that, due to
various land patterns, make redevelopment of the sites difficult. The emphasis is
not on the existing uses, but future uses: “This is a high profile corner”; and “a
prime candidate for redevelopment.” These claims are not consistent with the
CRL. Physical conditions causing blight do not result from factors that reduce or
limit the potential of a parcel's economic viability; they must result from factors
that 8“prevent or substantially hinder” the viable use of the existing buildings or
lots.

For example, the building at 11770 Slauson Ave. is fairly typical of the small
businesses in the Project Area (see photograph on page 11 of this Statement).
According to County of Los Angeles Assessor’s records, the building is 19,475
square feet, was constructed in 1966, and as can be seen in the photograph
appears to be in good physical condition. According to the Cortera Business
Directory, Western Screw Products is in the screw machine products business;
has 10 to 20 employees; and has annual sales between $1 and $5 million. Does
the Commission plan to condemn this business, and eliminate these

® See e.g. Sweetwater Valley Civic Association v. City of National City (1976) 18 Cal. 3d 270,
278, in which the Court wrote that "By requiring a showing of "liabilities" plus a specified
characteristic of blight, the Legislature made clear its intent that a determination of blight be made
- not on the basis of potential alternative use of the proposed area — but on the basis of the
area's existing use."
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manufacturing jobs, simply because the building is “aging” and “does not meet
current business needs”? Does the Commission plan to consolidate the parcels
in this area in order to attract a new business park or big box retail center? Using
redevelopment to replace functioning businesses with new uses is contradictory
to the CRL.

Incompatible Land Uses

(3) Adjacent or nearby incompatible land uses that prevent the
development of those parcels or other portions of the project area.

This condition was not observed by the Commission’s consultant, therefore there
is no finding for this characteristic.

Irreqular Lots

(4) The existence of subdivided lots that are in multiple ownership
and whose physical development has been impaired by their
irregular shapes and inadequate sizes, given present general plan
and zoning standards and present market conditions.

According to the Preliminary Report, “Small and irregularly shaped lots are a
problem for a community and for potential developers that are interested in
revitalizing substandard properties.” And “Lots of irregular shape and size for
designated development that do not meet market demands constitute blight
under Califomia Redevelopment Law.”’® The County disagrees with this
interpretation of the CRL, as if this was true, any business could be condemned
in favor of a much larger business simply because it happened to exist on an
irregularly shaped or small parcel. If the Legislature had intended the ability of
redevelopment agencies to declare a small business blighted because it does not
meet the requirements (lot size, parking requirements, etc) of a modern big box
center, it would have included this language in the statute.

The irregular shape or size must be shown to be a hindrance to the existing use,
not an impediment to some future use as envisioned by the agency. According
to Friends of Mammoth, “Substantial evidence must show that physical factors
actually prevent or substantially hinder an existing use or lot’s economic viability.”
And, “The record must demonstrate substantial evidence quantifying the effect

? Preliminary Report for Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project
Area, March 26, 2009, p. 28.
19 Preliminary Report for Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project
Area, March 26, 2009, p. 33.
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the physical condition has on the economic viability of the existing use or
capacity of the building or lot.”

Because determinations of blight are to be made on the basis of an area’s
existing use, and not its potential use, redevelopment “never can be used just
because the public Commission considers that it can make a better use or
planning of an area than its present use or plan.”"’ The Court in Regus also had
a strong opinion on this issue'*:

Second, unrestricted use of redevelopment powers fosters
speculative competition between municipalities in their attempts to
attract private enterprise, speculation which they can finance in part
with other people’s money. When the extraordinary powers of
legislation designed to combat blight and renew urban areas are
used as a fiscal device to promote industrial, commercial, and
business development in a project area that is merely
underdeveloped rather than blighted, competitive speculation may
be turned loose. By misemploying the extraordinary powers of
urban renewal a redevelopment agency captures pending tax
revenues which it can then use as a grubstake to subsidize
commercial development within the project area in the hope of
striking it rich.

Therefore, factors limiting a building which is currently a viable business from
achieving potentially greater economic returns are beyond the scope of this
subdivision. The evidence must show the existence of physical conditions which
actually prevent an existing use from maintaining economic viability. The
consultant has presented no evidence that demonstrates in fact that even one
particular business has lost customers or revenue due to the irregular shape or
size of its parcel.

Depreciated or Staqhant Property Values

(1) Depreciated or stagnant property values.

The Preliminary Report does not provide any evidence of depreciated or
stagnant property values. Rather, other conditions (outdated and inefficient
design and vacant or underutilized) apparently “contributes to depreciated or
stagnant property values.”

' Sweetwater Valley Civic Assn. v. City of National City (1976) 18 Cal.3d 270, 278.
2 Regus v. City of Baldwin Park (1977) 70 Cal. App. 3d 968.
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Data provided by the County of Los Angeles Assessor’s Office (Attachment #6)
indicate significant assessed value growth in the Project Area, and thus cannot
be seen as “depreciated” or “stagnant™

Washington Boulevard

secured unsecured Total Growth
2004-05 137,257,008 17,427,062 154,684,070
2005-06 149,774,128 17,478,952 167,253,080 8%
2006-07 155,271,313 18,867,850 174,139,163 4%
2007-08 164,077,161 20,242,431 184,319,592 6%
2008-09 180,070,859 22,391,125 202,461,984 10%

Impaired Propenrty Values Due to Hazardous Wastes

(2) Impaired property values, due in significant part, to hazardous
wastes on property where the agency may be eligible to use its
authority as specified in Article 12.5 (commencing with Section
33459).

The Preliminary Report cites 32 properties as being classified as hazardous or
potentially hazardous sites in the Project Area. Even if this was true, (no data is
provided to confirm this statement), the Report provides no evidence that the
conditions are impairing the property values of the parcels. Without specific
information as to the type of contamination, it is impossible to determine the
necessary mitigations that remain to be conducted.

Further, it is apparent that some parcels have been mitigated. Obviously,
conditions must have been proven to be safe, or the buildings would not have
been granted certificates for occupancy. It is also unclear what future mitigation,
if any, will be required at these sites. Parcel #133, at 11808 Washington Bivd.
(pictured on page 16 of this Statement), is a functioning casual restaurant.
County staff visited this location, and noted that there were no posted signs
warning patrons that the restaurant is located on a “contaminated site.”
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#133 11808 Washington Blvd.

The Commission does not demonstrate how the alleged conditions impaired any
property values as required by the CRL. The Report also cites the existence of a
Superfund site in the area, (outside the City), but does not indicate what, if any
mitigation remains to be completed, or if a responsible party has been identified.
Also, no projects are listed that would eliminate this blight condition, as required
by the CRL.

Abnormally High Business Vacancies

(3) Abnormally high business vacancies, abnormally low lease
rates, or an abnormally high number of abandoned buildings.

The Preliminary Report states that the vacancy rate in the Project Area is
16 percent. Because no data is provided to show how the vacancy rate was
calculated, it is left to the reader to review the Report’s List of Parcels to find
vacancies. A careful examination of the List of Parcels reveals a number of flaws
with the Commission’s definition of what constitutes a vacant business or
building, which leads to a significant overstatement of the vacancy rate in the
Project Area.

For instance, a number of parcels are categorized as vacant businesses are
neither vacant, nor contain buildings:
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#89 11904 Washington Bivd.

Other parcels are categorized as “vacant,” however, upon inspection; they
appear to be on-going businesses. For example, Parcel numbers #138
(11720 Washington Blvd.) and #139 (11734 Washington Blvd.) are both
described in the Parcel List as a “Large Underutilized Lot.” Seen below, they are
obviously not vacant lots:

#138 11720 Washington Bivd.
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#139 11734 Washington Blvd.

By counting parcels as being vacant, that are not truly vacant businesses, the
vacancy rate of 16 percent is significantly overstated. In order to determine an
accurate vacancy rate, vacant lots and parcels that contain businesses that are
not vacant should be removed. According to the Parcel list, 16 out of the 35
parcels described as vacant (received a “J”) are either vacant lots lacking a
business, or are operating businesses; and thus should not be counted as vacant
businesses. The County offers that the actual vacancy rate is significantly lower
than 16 percent, and it is unknown how the actual rate compares to other areas.

It must also be noted that other factors influence vacancy rates, among them
large scale fluctuations in the economy, and without carefully addressing such
factors, there is insufficient evidence with which to conclude that a given vacancy
rate is "abnormal® and thus indicative of blight. The Preliminary Report includes
a report from CB Richard Ellis regarding industrial vacancies. However, the
comparison to the vacancy rates in the CBRE Report is not valid because the
CBRE calculates industrial vacancies by square feet, while the Commission’s
consultant calculates the vacancy rate by parcel, and also includes commercial
parcels in addition to industrial parcels.

Lack of Necessary Commercial Facilities

(4) A serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are
normally found in neighborhoods, including grocery stores, drug
stores, and banks and other lending institutions.
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This condition was not observed by the Commission’s consultant, therefore there
is no finding for this characteristic.

Residential Overcrowding

(5) Serious residential overcrowding that has resulted in significant
public health or safety problems. As used in this paragraph,
"overcrowding" means exceeding the standard referenced in
Article 5 (commencing with Section 32) of Chapter 1 of Title 25 of
the California Code of Regulations.

This condition was not observed by the Commission’s consultant, therefore there
is no finding for this characteristic.

An Excess of Adult-Oriented Businesses

(6) An excess of bars, liquor stores, or adult-oriented businesses
that has resulted in significant public health, safety, or welfare
problems.
This condition was not observed by the Commission’s consultant, therefore there
is no finding for this characteristic.

Crime

(7) A high crime rate that constitutes a serious threat to the public
safety and welfare.

This condition was not observed by the Commission’s consultant, therefore there
is no finding for this characteristic.

inadequate Public Improvements

A blighted area that contains the conditions described in
subdivision (b) may also be characterized by the existence of
inadequate public improvements or inadequate water or sewer
utilities.

Inadequate public improvements are not a separate condition of blight, but a
blighted area may be characterized by inadequate public improvements if other
conditions of physical and economic blight have been established. A wish list of
public works projects is presented on page 35 of the Preliminary Report, without
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any specificity. The Commission does not discuss why these improvements
cannot be funded by private or government sources, and how these
infrastructure improvements would directly alleviate the stated blighted
conditions, as required by the CRL.

According to Section 33445(a)(2), assuming a validly established redevelopment
project area, an agency may undertake public infrastructure projects, provided
that, among other things, the legislative body determines that no other
reasonable means of financing the buildings, facilities, structures, or other
improvements, are available to the community. There is nothing in the
Preliminary Report to indicate that the claimed inadequate improvements are not
merely suffering from normal wear and tear and why the City is not capable of
funding this maintenance. The Preliminary Report also fails to establish a nexus
between these planned expenses and the alleviation of blight in the Project Area.

Inclusion of Non-Blighted Parcels

According to Section 33321:

A project area need not be restricted to buildings, improvements, or
lands which are detrimental or inimical to the public health, safety,
or welfare, but may consist of an area in which such conditions
predominate and injuriously affect the entire area. A project area
may include lands, buildings, or improvements which are not
detrimental to the public health, safety or welfare, but whose
inclusion is found necessary for the effective redevelopment of the
area of which they are a part. Each such area included under this
section shall be necessary for effective redevelopment and shall
not be included for the purpose of obtaining the allocation of tax
increment revenue from such area pursuant to Section 33670
without other substantial justification for its inclusion.

The consultant states on page 15 of the Preliminary Report that 12 properties
(5 percent of the total) meet current development guidelines. Of course this is
according to the consultant’'s blight categories, which the County disputes.
However, an inspection of the Parcel List reveals 32 parcels were actually
assigned a “K,” or “No planning or building deficiencies apparent.” In this
section, the consultant has significantly understated the number of non-blighted
parcels. In addition, it would be “infeasible, impractical, or imprudent” to exclude
them. The County disagrees with this assessment, as most of the non-blighted
parcels are concentrated around the corner of Slauson and Sorensen Avenues,
and thus could have been excluded.

These parcels include the following:
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#80 8409 Chetle Ave.

A

#15 81 1 Sorensen Ae.
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#157 11921 Slauson Ave.
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The consultant’s rationale for the inclusion of these non-blighted parcels is
flawed. First, the consultant claims that “Should the City choose to exclude the
non-blighted parcels, the ability to consolidate parcels to accommodate
revitalization of the area may possibly be severely compromised.” Is the
consultant suggesting that some of these non-blighted parcels might be
consolidated with adjacent parcels for new development projects? It is hard to
imagine a scenario whereby the Commission would seek to acquire recently
constructed business parks by eminent domain, in order to consolidate them with
adjacent parcels.

Second, the consultant suggests that because it often takes “several years” for
redevelopment projects to generate economic growth, that some of the
non-blighted parcels could fall into disrepair during this time. Again, it does not
appear likely that these businesses will somehow become blighted in the next
few years.

Third, the consultant asserts that “the resulting ‘checkerboard’ will make it
extremely difficult to determine on a routine basis which properties lie within and
which are outside the project area.” The reasoning behind this rationale is
unclear, at best. Obviously, any difficulty in determining which parcel lies in the
project area can be easily remedied by referring to an adequate map of the
project area.

L.acking any valid reasons for the inclusion of non-blighted parcels, the County
believes the actual reason for their inclusion is for the collection of their tax
increment, which violates Section 33321. The financial incentive is significant, as
the total fiscal year 2008-09 Secured assessed values for the 32 non-blighted
parcels is approximately $63.5 million, or 35 percent of the total 2008-09 Secured
values of $180.1 million for the Project Area.

Procedural Issues

As described in Attachment #7, the proposed Redevelopment Plan Amendment
No. 2 fails to comply with various time limits contained in the Community
Redevelopment Law. These include the time for plan effectiveness, for debt to
be incurred, and for the receipt of tax increment (see generally Health & Safety
Code §33333.2 subdivision (a)). Additionally, Attachment#7 points out the
Commission's failure to document compliance with the procedural requirements
for notification of affected parties.
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Attachment #2
Santa Fe Springs Timeline

6/12/2008  City Council adopted a resolution designating the survey areas of
the proposed Consolidated and Washington Boulevard Project
Areas.

9/25/2008 County received the Letter of Transmittal for the Notice of EIR
Preparation for the Proposed Amendment No. 2 to the Washington
Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area.

10/20/2008 County received the Notice of Proposed Amendment No. 2 to the
Redevelopment Plan for the Washington  Boulevard
Redevelopment Project Area.

1/13/2009 County staff toured the proposed Project Area with City staff.
County staff expressed doubt that the Project Area exhibited
sufficient legally required blight characteristics, and suggested that
City staff work with the County. City staff agreed, and stated that
they would share a draft of the Preliminary Report the following
week.

3/26/2009 The City transmitted the Preliminary Report.

4/14/2009 County staff had a telephone conversation with the City's
consultant, and again, expressed doubt that the Project Area
qualified as blight. Expressed that County staff would review the
Preliminary Report and continue discussions.

5/13/2009 The City’s consultant and City staff met with County staff to discuss
the Project Area. County staff asked questions about
contamination in the Project Area. County staff stated that in the
opinion of the County, the findings in the Preliminary Report were
not sufficient to justify blight. City staff stated that they could not
revise the Project Area boundaries to exclude non-blighted parcels,
as the revised Project Area would be too small to make it a feasible
project.

5/19/2009 In a telephone conversation, the City’s consultant informed County
staff that the City could not devise an acceptable compromise, so
the City intended to adopt the Project Area. County staff informed
the Consultant, that consistent with the discussion of May 13", the
County would likely challenge the Project.
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Attachment #3

ity of Santa Fe Spmngs

11710 Telegraph Road « CA e 90670-3679 » (562) 868-0511 » Fax (562) 868-7112 » www.santafesprings.org

March 26, 2009

Transmittal of:

PRELIMINARY REPORT FOR AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE WASHINGTON
BOULEVARD REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

And

PRELIMINARY REPORT FOR AMENDMENT NO. 4 TO THE CONSOLIDATED
AMENDED REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

Ta All Affected Taxing Agencies:

Enclosed, in digital format, are copijes of the above-referenced documents which
have been prepared in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section
33344.5, These reporis have been preparatory to holding a public hearing to
amend two existing redevelopment project areas. The date of the public hearing
has not been established. Once this public hearing date has been set by the
Santa Fe Springs City Council you will be notified by mail.

In the meantime, if you have ary questions concerning these Preliminary
Reports, or would like additional information, please contact Steve Masura at
662.868.0511 ext. 7352.

Sincerely,

Pot Aol —

Paul Ashworth
Director of Planning and Development

Enc:
CD ROM
Mailing List of Affected Taxing Agencies

Louie Gonzilez, Mayor = Betty Putnam, Mayor Fro Tem
City Council
Joseph D. Serrano, Sr. = Gustavo R. Velasco = Witliam K. Rounds
City Manager
Frederick W. Latham
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Attachment #4

Washington Blvd. Redevelopment Project Area
- Amendment No. 2
Parcel Survey Form

File No.
APN

Address ‘

Parcel Characteristics-Adverse Physical Conditions

. Unsafe building conditions.
commenis:

() B. Aging, deteriorating, and poorly maintained buildings
comments:

() C.Incompatible adjacent or nearby uses of land parcels that hinder
economic development
comments:

() b. Adverse physical factors that demand significant improvements to
buildings in order that they be safe for occupancy
comments:

() E. Smali and iregular shaped lots under muitipte ownership that are vacant
or underutilized
comments;

() F. Outdated and inefficient bullding configuration and design that does not meet
current business needs
comments; -

() G. Unsafe access to buildings or parking Iots; obsolete setbacks
comments: ) :

() H. Inadeguate and obsolete infrastructure (i.e, utiliies, storm drains, sewers, sireet
lighting and confusing and inefficient street systems)
commenis:

() L. Metal building
comments:

() J. Vacant and underutilized land or buildings
comments: )

() K. No pldnning or building deficiencies apparent/observed
Comments:
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Attachment #6

The following data was provided by the County of Los Angeles Assessor’s Office.
Parcel numbers for fiscal year 2008-09 data were used, and additional parcel
numbers were added or subtracted in past years to adjust for subdivisions,
consolidations, or other changes to parcels. A declaration as to the accuracy of
the data is also attached.
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Santa.Fe Springs 0..2 Washington B F
200408 Assessed Values- Securad
At OWNER
8168014071 | 12083 SLAUSON AVE LARSEN,RIC AND JOSLYN TRS °
8168014012|  12105|SLAUBON AVE YOUNG.ROBERTHCO TR o
8163014013]  12109|SLAUSONAVE [ THOMSON, THOMAS AND NANCY o
8168014014]  12117|LAUSONAVE KELLY,PATRICK J AND MARGARET TRS 0
81e2014015|  12195[SLAUSON AVE [RAILSBACK GUY F AND NADINE § TRS 0
8168014016|  12139{SLAUSON AVE FORTNER,HAROLD E JR 0
BIEB014017{  12167|SLAUSON'AVE FERGLISON,DONALD S:AND 0
orea014018|  12201]SLAUSON AVE ANDEFSON,AONNY © AND 0
.AUSON AVE STARDIE CASTING INC [
8168014020 12215 SLAUSON AVE [BROWN,EDDYtOU TR [
a168014021|  12015{SLAUSONAVE CHANDEN LLC [
areeot40z2  11888/RIVERA RD CROURKE,MICHAEL T AND-IOAN MTR 0
8168014023 8520/WELLSFORDPL  |SAUNDERSEDWARD G CC-TR 0
12055(SLAL SIESSER INVESTMENT FTNSHP AND o
RA WAY VIERTELLKENNETH AND 0
3 A WAY OLIVER RICHARD K 0
8168015611 8357|SECURA WAY. Eurrs EDGAH L AN GERALDINE TR 0
3 e41 LOUWERS, PETAUS L CO TR 0
1 RAD ISEO B TR AND o
JRA WAY ISEOBTR 0
CWAY PATRICIA A MARRERO TRET AL [
RAWAY [PATRICIA A MARRERO TRET AL [
IRAWAY HELMBRECHTHILDEGARD F TR 0
RA WAY- |GEORGEWILLIAM R AND GAROL F 0
§168015047| . 6349|SECURA WAY' RALSBACK GQUYF AND NADINE 8 THS o
8168015049]  12000[RIVERA RD LSG GORP AND! ]
8168016051 8427[SECURA WAY 8427 SECURALLG. ]
AD LIETZAU,ROBERT HAND DONNA ATRS o
6183023001 | 11815|BUAKE ST MARK, JEROME W TR ET-AL o
8166023002 8540]DICE RD- LYNN JENSEN DOWDEN [
8163023609|  11890|BURKE ST | COVINGTON,CHARLES AND DORIS TRS [
0168023017 11650 SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE SERVICE [
6168020016 -11850|SLAUSON AVE DANIELS-TIRE SEAVICE [
9168025025 - . - ]
6166023028 11760 SLAUSON AVE WALTMAN JOHNJ-AND [
8168023029  11748[SLAUSON AVE WALTMAN JOHN & AND o
8168023030 8528/DICE RD [RGBEATS,JUD O AND MARILYN TRS °
8168023001 8518|DICE AD HG LEASING LLG 0
6183023031  11720]SLAUSON AVE (GARRETY,BCHBY AND MAUREEN TRS 0
8168023035 8633|BURKE ST WEBER,WARRENL COTR o
8188023057  11901|BURKE ST BERA,GIRIGH R AND USHA TRS ETAL 0
D 1 E ST ZE INC 0
1 BATTENSGHLAG,RIGHARD € CO TR [
8T BAGKEN,GATHY'TR 0
1 sT TRANSILWRAP CO ING 0
8188023043 o
8168029045  11650/SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE SERVICE o
8168023046  11033|BURKE ST DANIELS TIRE SERVICE o
8168024008  11950|BURKE ST, DOUBLE POINT PROPERTIES LLG 0
8188024008/  11604|BURKE ST CHOLAKIAN, ARCHIE AND STELLAM o
11878|BURKE ST EARL.CLAUDETTEA o
ST. [EARL.GLAUDETTEA [
4168024008 | 11850|BURKE ST: IMASDOUNIAN,VASKEN AND o
ai6a024010|  11822lBURKE ST RITCHIEDAVID W AND.DEERA TR! 0
8168024011  11e08|BURKE ST ROSENBERGER,ADOLPH AND ELENI TRS [
8168024012|  1i926[BURKE ST DEMIRIAN, EDWARD CO TR ET AL q
AVE  |BRISTOLGOMPANY [3
RO 'SANTA F& SPRINGS.GITY 0
8443|SECURA WAY SHELDON SLAUSON LLG o
B4 WAY FLANARY,MARY TR [
WAY (CHALREYNOLDS [ -
CLIFLLG [
WAY [KAPLAN,MELVIN TR o
8168026009 8418/SECURA WAY ONG,THIAMTET AL [
y WAY KLIEWER.ROBERT W [
8165028011 8400| SECURA WAY [KLIEWER.ROBERT W Q
8 £ WAY KRUG,HENAY AND HELEN & TRS: Q
8188028013 83461SECURA WAY KRLGE:HENRY AND HELEN £ TRS 0
8168026014 342! SECURA WAY KAUGHENRY AND'HELEN E TRS Q
RA-WAY NBS:SYSTEMS INC 0
Ap FREGOSO,HUMBERTO SATA [
7 AD ROSENBAUM,RCGER TR [
5168026025 8421 |CHETLE AVE BLAKESLEE.WILLIS GOTR ETAI. 0
EAVE SCHUMACHER, o
8168025028 8AS3|CHETLEAVE [BGHOMAGHER,GEQHRE G cc TR o
1 B503ICHETLE AVE RADER.GLENY TR [
8SIBIGHETLE AVE EPPARD AOBERT H CO.TH o
8808{GHETLE AVE EROWN,EDDYLOU TR [
LE AVE BROUGH ANTHONY.C §R COTR o.
8168026040 8409{CHETLE AVE HIGLEY.GLEN [
8168026041 8333|CHETLE AVE LOVELLEDWARD. AND PATRICIA TRS [
6165026042 6515|CHETLE AVE. (OHAIREYNOLDS 9
[ 3 4 A RD LARSEN,LOUISE J TR [
8188028044, 8311|CHETLE AVE METCHKOFF,DAVID G ET AL 0
B16B0R6045. 8589|CHETLE AVE WEISS FAMILY LIMTED PARTNERSHIP [
RD METCHKOFF PROPERTIES [
1 BLVD PR Q- Should be exclusive [ the Iast report
8165002002 [ HERNANDEZ JOSE S a
1 TON BLVD [MISSION INDUSTRIES o
1 ON BLVD' |MISSION-LINEN SUPPLY OF TURLOCK 0
11 BLVD |WHITTIER SOFT WATER GO a
o MISSION INDUSTRIES: o
a1 JRA WAY ZETZWILLIAM AAND CLELLA F TRS, P
168002000 8123|SECURA WAY CRAIGMARTHA ATR o
8169002011 8140|SECURA WAY FOSS PLATING COING 0
JAA WAY S DL INVESTMENTS 0
JAA WAY VVRE [
€ 11089 RD 1220 GALIFORNIA PARTNEHS o
169002022 | 8141|SECURA WAY DEVR PROPERTIES [
WAY HARISON,GEORGE o
‘ON BLVD |MISSION LINEN SUPPLY GF TURLGCK [
WAY [FIELDS,MARK S AND ADALYN R TRE '3
8110{3ECURA WAY ESCALERALUIS L-AND []
81 WAY. FREGCSOHUMBERTO SR TR °
z WAY, FIELDS;MARK S AND ADALYN R'TRS [
g ARD LS GCoRP o
aisooo20%0|  11867|RIVERA AD COPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED: 0
8162002021 11059|RVERA AD (COPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED Q
1 AD MURE CORP AND [
8189002033 8203|SECURA WAY GALLAGHER.GEDNEYTR [
8209|9ECURA WAY [HAMBLIN.KENNETH AND DOROTHY. TRS 0
JRA WAY VOLLBAEGHT,JQHANNES MGO TR [
8169002098 8126|SEGURA WAY YOUNG,ROBERT AND VIRGINIA TRS. o
1 RD 0
1 AD INC 0
8169003007 9 BENAMAN INC [
1 I A ING o
1 RD DIAZ MAXIMO R AND MARIA L 0
1 AD HU,AICHARD AND HELEN TRS ET AL o
1 RD ° FERRIS.LUGILLE £ TR o
8169003017 #230|SORENSEN AVE  |SANTA FE SPRINGS IILLC e
8160003018 8224|SORENSENAVE  |RY GOLLG 0
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Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washil d

2004-05 Asgessed Values- Secured
Al g
8169003019 8214|SORENSEN AVE
AVE'

B8202)SORENSEN AVE!
8163008031 B8210]SORENSEN AVE.
8163003692 8212;SORENSEN AVE.
8168003033 8210 SDHENSEN.A\\;E’

AVE

i ARD
8160003041 8308|SORENSEN AVE:
RO

45 g110]ec
8168004001 o

8168004002 11668IWASHINGTON BLVD |
BV

8185004003 1

¥ BLVD

owleR
ZOGCHITOHN RLAND MARY TRS
CAMMACKWILLIAM 1 TR
HERRERAAAUL AND DEBRA TRS
MANSOLING RALPH TR
LD, A

CAMMACK WILLIAM | TH

TRONCALE CARL AND VERA MTHS
SANTA FE SPRINGS 11
RITENOUR,JAY H AND MARY D AND
YOUDEEM JOHR

EM6 INVESTMENT PROPERTIES LLG
HOSALINDE AND ARTHUR GILBERT

DELTA R

ETONEANN L TR

D {LALLY,L

'ON BLVD.

POFH'ER‘HDBERTJ. AND
1C

'ON BLVD

1
B163004011; 11 770|WASHINGTON BLVD

=
@
S

G AND MOL GO'INC:
ELMWOOD INVESTMENTS

117 ASHINGTON BLVD:
11758|WASHINGTON BLVD
ENAVE.

'WBKS

Lo’
LIBK S INVESTMENTS LG
LA BANGAJOSEF‘H AND MARY TRS

8185004029 | 8227|SORENSENAVE.  |ROBERTSJUD TR
8163004000]  -91891|WAKEMAN ST WAKEMAN It FHOFERTIES
8160004031 11821|WAKEMAN ST GCG ASSOGIATES
sT V'DDHJDSEPH AND EVATRS
1 ST wEls
¥ eal N AVE HANNAH QBEHTSAND MARY'LTRS
8160004044|  11B0AIWAKEMAN ST FISHELRERGLEONARD TR
£169004045|  11823|SLAUBON AVE ASS0C IGANA PROPERTIES
81690040481  11655|SLAUSON AVE OLDEN STATE BANK .
8163004040 8201{SORENSENAVE  |DELTA EQUIPMENT
AVE  ‘|DELTACI '
8165004051 11627|SLAUSON AVE LAVTON REAL EGTATE LLO
8165005001 11842|WASHINGTON BLVD: |SHELBY,RUTH R TH ET AL
8163005012 | 4146{ALLPOAT AV LEWIS,LARIDAND LYNN LTRS
o 4| 8035|FREESTONE. AVE [WR LIAMS,VICTGR M
B16H005017 “848 WASHING] [SHELEY,AUTHR TR ET. i
8163005018 ) MCADAMS DONALD AND FATRICIA TRS
1 BLVD. |RAHM ALONZO AND KATHLEEN TR

F AVE: LA BANCAJOSEPHCO-TR
8166005025, 8122/ ALLPORTAVE. BARBAELVIA
6165005028 BO3G[FREESTONE AVE:  |LA BLANCAJOSEPH-AND MARY TRE:

INEAVE  |CALABRESE,GIUSERPPE AND

$130|MLPORT AVE
6169005031 8122/ ALLPORT AVE;
8180005032 8112|FREESTONE AVE'
B185005083 A124JALLPORT AVE

8036
8169005036 | anB[ALLPORT AVE:
8169007007 8338|ALLPOAT AVE
8160007004/ 11751 |SLAUSON AVE
$160007011 11789|GLAUSON AVE

8163007014 11775{8LAUSON AVE
8168007015 11776|BLAUSON AVE.
8160007016 8408{ALLPOAT AVE
BI6E007018 B406/ALLPORT AVE
816007015 B402|ALLPORT AVE
2163007020 8200[ALLPORT AVE:
‘8168007021 8222/ ALLPGAT AVE
8163007022 8225]ALL PORAT AVE
8169007023, 8282|ALLPORT AVE
8160007024  11807|SLAUSONAVE
8168007025]  11807|5LAUSON AVE
8169007028 11807|SLAUSON AVE
' JSON AVE
8160007028  118DS|SLAUSON AVE
8163007028  11803{SLAUSON AVE
‘8160007030  17801{SLAUSON AVE
5163007091 11809]SLAUSON AVE

B16€3007033) T1B11SLAUSON AVE
B185007034 11813|SLAUSON AVE
8168007035 T1B18|SLAUBON.AVE
8168007036 11921|SLAUBON-AVE’
8166007037 B312|ALLPOHT AVE
8169007033 8230/ ALLPORT AVE
8339|ALLPORT AVE
ALLPORT AVE
11708|SLAUSON AVE

B4151ALLPORT.AVE
8163008017 8315JALLFORTAVE
8160008018 8319|ALLPORT-AVE
11701|SLAUSON AVE"
8166011021 8047|ALLPORT AVE
stesotinze]  8101|ALLPORT AVE
8189011023 BI07JALLPORT AVE
8160011024 8136|ALLPORT AVE
8169011026 |. B205|ALLPORT AVE
8169011027 | 8207 |ALLPOATAVE
8169011028/ 229]|ALLPORT AVE
8163011028 a231|ACLPORT AVE

a1en0110%0 8235|ALLPORT AVE
2160011091 8303]ALL PORT AVE
8169011035 of
2180011037 11629]WASHNGTON BLVD
170011

8165021091

RD

AD
8160027043 8807|DICE RD
8169627049
81650270501
JOTAL:

WALTERS,HENRY A AND'MARIE ATRS
WALTERSHENRY A AND MARIE A TRS
WILLIAMS,VICTOR M
LAWRENGE,DAVID AND SHRISTINA
HOLMESHOWARD AND PHYLLIS TRS

INALD AND PATRICIATRS
FRANKE,CLARENCE G GO TR

D JUDY TRS:

{BERGMAN,CAREY D AND-AITA C
HAMBLINKENNETH CO TR
SLAUSON AVENUE PARTNERSHIP
MANSQLING,RALPH TR
HAMBLIN,KENNETH AND DOROTHY TRS
BERGMAN,CAREY D'AND RTA G
BUGNGIORNO,SANTG'AND MARY G-
BUONGICAND,SANTO AND MARY TRS'
PYKA TIMOTHY R
GALARDOMICHAEL 4 AND MARIATRS
DUNCAN,GRACEV TR
SF S PARTNERSL P
REESEJAMES | AND SUSAN L TRS
[ARIONA,PEDRO E AND LIZBETH
[ THURKAN MACHINE:GO:
RAMOS MIGUEL R
GOPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED.
GOFELANDJEFF INTERESTS LIMNED
 THIELMANN CORP
HAMBuN KENN"I'H COTH
OUEDA,JGORE. o
GHUBBUGK.DO:MLD AND PATSY THE
CRAWFORD.JAMES A ANDJANIE X THS
CHUBBLIGK,DONALD AND.PATSY TRS
THIELMANN GORP:
MOGAN; THDMAs PETAL
LOHRUMLL
PEHEZANDREW M AND VICTORIA
EGGEROBEAT GAND
CHAN,PETER 3 AND AMY MTRS
I TEP'A LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
WELHUI GHU
INTERAGTIVE USA CORPORATION
SLAUSON STORAGE VENTURE LLC
VENTIJOHNAND PATRIGIA
CAMARENA,JOSE O
ROBENSTEINALBERT AND MARY E TAS
CORMACK,ROBEAT G CO TRETAL
EGGE,AOBERT-G COTA.
EGGE,ACBERT GCOTA:
MASSEY,DAVID A AND SUSAN £ TRS
VARELA HORERT AND JEANNETTE TRS
VARELA,ROBERT.COTR
VARELA BAUL AND JESSIE
VALVERDE JOSEPH A TR ET AL

z

[SMITH,MICHAEL G ET ALTRS

MID WEST FABRICATING CO ING.
|AC INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES LLG
D ANGELOFLOYD L TR ET AL

| -3
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Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No.
2005-05 Assessed Values- Securod

AN ADDRESS STHEET . QWNER
8188014011 12083/ SLALISON AVE. LARSEN,RIC ANDJOSLYN TRS
8162014012 12105|SLAUSONAVE. YOUNG ROBERT H'CO TR
8162014013 12101{SLAUSON AVE  THOMSON, THOMAS AND NANGY
8168014014} 12117|SLAUSON AVE KELLY,PATRICK 4 AND MARGARET TRS

12185(SLAUSON AVE RAILSBACK,GUY F AND NADINE 5 TRS
8168014018 12130[SLAUSON AVE FORTNER HAROLD E'iR
#168014017 12157|SLAUSON AVE FERGUSON.DONALD & AND
8162014018 | 12201[SLAUSON AVE ANDERSON,ADNNY G AND
8188014019 12206(SLAUSON AVE |STAR DIE CASTINGING
8160014020 12215/STAUSONAVE BROWN,ECDYLOU TR
5162014021 12015|SLAUSON AVE. CHANDEN ELC
8188014022 11968|RIVERA AD OROUAKE MICHAEL T AND JOAN M TR
8182014023 'BS20|WELLSFORD PL SAUNDERS,EDWARD C CO-TR
8168014024 12035]SLAUSON AVE [SIESSER INVESTMENT PTNSHP AND
8188015002 B317|SECURA WAY. VIERTELL,KENNETH AND
: 8333|SECURA WAY OLIVERRICHARD K.
8168015011 8357|SECURA WAY: BUTTSEDGAR L AND GERALDINE TRS-
8163015013 8411)SECURA WAY LOUWERSPETRUSLCOTR
11990} RD. ELISEQ B TH AND
B3t SERRANO,ELISEC BTR
[ WAY. [PATRICIA AMARRERO TR ET'AL
841 WAY. PATRICIA A MARRERO TR ET.AL
8168015023 8413|SECURA WAY. HELMBRECHT,HLDEGARD F TR
87168015046 B385|SECURA WAY GECRGE WILL1AM A AND CAROL F
1680150 WAY. RAILSBACK.GUY £ AND NADINE S TRS
AD. LSC GORP AND.
8168015051 8427{SECURA WAY 8427 SECURA LLG:
AD: LIETZAU,;ROBEAT.H AND'DCNNA A TRS
8168023001 19815{BURKE 5T MARICJEROME W TRET AL
] L 'DOWOEN
1 K ot £S AND DORIS TRE
11850|SLAUSON AVE: DANTELS TIRE SERVICE
11850/SLAT [DANIELS TIRE SERVICE
8166023025/ ) L
11760}SLAUSON AVE WALTMAN JOHN.J/AND
117488l AVE: WALTMANJOHN J AND
0 E RD FOBERTS,JUD O'/AND MARILYN TRS
RD HG LEASING LG
6163023042 11720]SLAUSON AVE GARRETT;BOBBY AND MAUREEN TRS:
8&33|BUAKE ST {WEBERWARREN L COTR
8168023037 11001|BURKE ST BERA,GIRISH'A AND USHA TRS ETAL.
8168023039 11845{BURKE 8T TECHNI ERAZE ING )
1 T [BATTENSCHIAG,AICHARD E COTR
8160023041 11919/BURKE ST [BACKEN,CATHY. TR
t sT TRANSILWRAR.GO ING
816023043
8168023045 11850(SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE SERVIGE
816023048 11633(BURKE ST [DANIELS TIRE SERVICE
8160024003 11850/BURKE ST [DOUBLE POINT PROPERTIES LLG
©168024008 11804|BURKE 8T CHOLAKIAN, ARCHIE AND STELLA M
8168024007 11876|BURKE 8T EARL,CLAUDETTEA'
8168024008 11882{BURKE ST EARLCLAUDETTE A
8168024008 11850{BURKE ST IMASDOUNIAN VASKEN AND
H168024010| 11822|BURKE ST [RITCHIE,DAVID W AND DEBRA TRS
B188024011 11808|BURKE ST RC ADOLPH AND ELENITRS
| EDWARD CO THET AL
8165024013 6707|SORENSEN AVE BRISTOL COMPANY
8168024900 [ RD s Y
8163026004 WAY. HELDON SLAUSONLLG
8166026005 8340{SECURA WAY FLANARY.MARY TR
WAY GHALREYNOLDS
JRA WAY CUF LLG
JRAWAY [HAPLAN.MELVIN TR
8168026008 8416{SECURA WAY ONGTHIAM T ET AL
8188028010 8408|SECUPA WAY' KUEWER,ROBERT W
[ 1 URAWAY {KLIEWER,ROBERT-W
8166025012 8I54|SECURA WAY- KAUG,HENAY AND HELEN E TRS
WAY HAUG,HENRY:AND HELEN ETRS
8166026014, 8342 SEGURA WAY KPUGHENRY AND HELEN ETRS
saan|sEc NG
RD UMBERTG SRTR
8165026017 | 12030/ RIVERA RD ROGER TR
8168026026 832i[GHETLE AVE BLAKESLEE,WILLIS GO TH ET AL
8168026027 8403|CHETLE AVE SCHUMACHER,GEORGE CCO TR
8165026028 8433|CHETLE AVE [SCHUMACHER, GEORGE G CO TR
EAVE RADER,GLEN VTR
TLEAVE [EPPARD,AOBERT H COTR
6168026038 8500{CHETLE AVE BROWN,EDDYLOUTR
8168026039 8403|CHETLE AVE BROUGHANTHONY G SR CO TR
8162026040 8403|GHETLEAVE HIGLEY,GLENN G
8168026041 833ACHETLE AVE LOVELL EDWARD AND PATRICIATRS
8168026042 8515|CHETLEAVE OHALAEYNOLDS'
AD LARSEN,LOUISE TR
1 EAVE METGHKQFF,DAVID G ET AL
£ AVE WEISS FAMILY: LIMITED PARTRERSHIP
A RD {METCHKOFF PROPERTIES
{INGTON BLVD PROPERTIESLP
[ {HERNANDEZJOSE §-
8163002003 11904/ WASHINGTON BLVD. |MISSION INDUSTRIES-
8160002004 11820/ WASHINGTONBLVD  [MISSIONL PLY-OF TURLOCK
8165002005 v BLVD |WHITTIER SOFT WATER GO
5182602006 9 MISSION INDUSTRIES.
8166002008 81{0[SECLRAWAY ZIETZ WILLIAM A AND GLELLA F TRS
WAY CRAIG,MARTHA ATR
8169002011 8140{SECURA WAY FOSS PLATING COING
8169002014 [ 8400{SECURA WAY S D1 INVESTMENTS
Q JRAWAY VVRE
1 VERA 1220 CALIFORNIA PARTNERS.
8185002022 9141|SECURA WAY DEVA PROPEATIES
816802023 B145[SEGURAWAY. HARISON CEORGE
1 TONBLVD |MISBiON LINEN SUPPLY.QF TURLOCK
5163002025 B103[SECURA WAY FIELDS,MARK S AND ADALYN A TRS
8169002028 8110[SECURA WAY ESCALERA,LUIS L AND
8169002027/ 8118|SECURAWAY FREGOSO,HUMBERTD SR TR
3900202 y RA WAY FELDS MARK'SAND ADALYN R TRS
1 AD. LSCCORP
1 RD COPELANDJEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
8168002031 11963[RIVERA RD COPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
1 AD MURE CORP. AND
8165002083 8203|SEGURA WAY GALLAGHER,GEDNEY TR
8160002034 8205{SECURA WAY HAMBLIN KENNETH AND DOROTHY TRS
JRAWAY VOLLBRECHT JOHANNES M CO TR
JRA WAY YOUNG,ACBERT AND VIRGINIA TRS
g 1 RD
1 AD ING
8169003007 9 BENAMAN (NG
8768003008 11887[RIVERA RD BENAMAN [NC
£168003008 11941|RIVERA AD DIAZ,MAXIMO Rt AND MARIA L
8169003012 11955|RIVERA RD HU,RICHARD AND HELEN TRS ET AL
8163003013 | 11959|RIVERA AD FERAISLUCILLE F TR
8162003017 8230]SORENSEN AVE SANTA FE SPRINGS 1| LLC
8163003018 8224{SORENSEN AVE AY GOLLG

2 Washington Boulevard Redevelt

Jpment Project Area
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Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washing! F
2005-06 Asgessed Values- Securad
AN E SIREET. OWNER
8180003019 B8214|SORENSEN AVE ZOGCHIJGHN R AND MARY THS
81890030285 8206/ SORENSEN AVE (CAMMACK,WILLIAM I TR
5202|SORENSEN AVE HERRERA, AAUL AND DEERA THS
AVE MANSOLINC,RALPH TR
AVE RALPH TR
65003033 NSEN AVE MANSGHIND.RALPH TR
8165003084 8208| SORENSEN AVE (GAMMACK, WILLIAM | TR
8168009035 11818[ANERA RD: THONCALE,CARL AND VERA M TRE
8165003041 B308ISORENSER AVE [SANTA FE SPRINGS I LLC.
8169003042 11945]RIVERA RD, RMENCUR.JAY H AND MARY D AND
8163003043 11805} WASHINGTONBLVD: |YGUDEEMAJOHN
8169009044 8028]SORENSEN AVE ama INVESTMENT PROPEATIES LLG
8165003045 8110/ SORENSER AVE ROSALINDE AND ARTHUR GILBERT
5163004001, 0 i ! RS
1 {INGTON BLYD: N LTA
11720|WASHINGTON BLVD. i
1 JINGTON BEVO- |PORTER,ROBEAT J ANDY
11 oN JBK S INVESTMENTS LLC:
t 11 ON BLVD: |GANDM OILCOING
AVE ELMWOOD INVESTMENTS:
11 INGTON BLVD™ {JBK S INVESTMENTELLE.
117583 BLVD [JBK'S INVESTMENTS LLG
: ; AVE LA BANCAJOSEFH AND MARY TRS
163004020 ©6227|SORENSENAVE  |ROBERTSJUDTHET AL
8163004080 11831 WAKEMAN ST {WAKEMAN il PROPERTIES
1 ST GCG ASSOGIATES
1 st VIDOR,JOSEPH AND EVA TRS
: 1 ST WEISS.CATHERINE TR D
8183004043 8311|SORENSEN AVE HANNAH ROBERT S AND MARY LTAS 143,157
? 118 ST FISHELBERG LEONARD 674,354
8169004045 11823|SLAUSON AVE ASSOGIATED AMEﬁchNA PROPERTIES 9,821,000
8169004046 11858|SLAUSON AVE GOLDEN STATE BANKC 2548
0 R AVE DELTA CONTRAGTGAS EQUIPMENT: 2111476
8166004050/ 8201{GORENSEN AVE DELTA CONTRACTORS EQUIPMENT 258,222
8189004051 11921{ELAUSON AVE LAYTON REAL ESTATE LLC 794,559|
1 I BLVD- |SHELBY,AUTH RTRET AL 21,82y
8169005012 8140]ALLPORT AVE LEWI,LARID AND LYNNLTRS ;72|
AVE  [WILLIAMS,VIGTOR M. 60,644
1 BLVD - |SHELBY,AUTHR TRET AL 315,844
B18GI05018 o MCADAMS.DONALD'AND PATRIGIA TRS 12415
"":)N BLVD HAHMALONZO AND KATHLEEN TR s8,025):
LA BANCA JOSEPH CO-TR 20,850
8168005025 ( 6122{ALLPORT: AVE BARBA ELVIA 184,084
NEAVE  ‘{LA BLANCA,JOSEPH AND MARY TRS a3 221
NEAVE  [CALABRESE,GIUSEPPE AND 26,6941
8180{ALLPORT AVE WALTERS,HENRY A ANDMARIE ATRB 34,084/
#169005031 8122|ALLPORT AVE WALTERSHENRY A ANDMAFIIE A TRS 94,280
B1i2fF ONEAVE  [WILLIAMS.VIGTOR'M. X 307348}
8163005033 8124/ ALLPORT AVE: LAWRENGE,DAVIO AND CHRISTINA 275,860|:
8168005034 8024 ALLFORT AVE [HOLMES,HOWARD AND PHYLLIS TRS 64,639
8038JALLPORT AVE [MGADAMS,DONALD-AND PATRICIA TRS. 104,600
8163005038 8116]ALLPORT AVE [FRANKE CLARENCE G CO TR 781,878
8769007001 8338|ALLPORT.AVE SCHWEIZER,DENNIS:AND JUDY.TRS 512,811
8165007004 11751|SLAUSON AVE BERGMAN;CAREY D AND RITA G ags,a01|
8169007011 11768|SLAUSON AVE HANBLINCENNETH-CO TH 197A17]
8165007012 11765|SLAUSON AVE SLAUSON-AVENUE PARTNEFISHIP 266,044!
$189007014 11778|SLAUSON AVE MANSOLING,RALPH TH 157,825
8169007015 11T78|SLAUSON AVE HAMBLIN;KENNETH-ANG DORGTHY THS 383,884
8163007018 8406 ALLFORT AVE [(BERGMAN,GAREY D'AND RITAG 163,780
8165007018 8406 ALLPGRT AVE BUONGIORND,SANTO AND MARY.G. 20715
8169007019 8402| ALLPORT AVE BUONGIORNO,SANTO'AND MARY TRS 47,554
20HT AVE PYKA,TIMOTHY A 295,700}
8168007021 8222) ALLPORTAVE GALARRO;MICHAEL J AND MARIA TRS ‘95,488
8163007022 8228/ ALLPORTAVE IDUNCAN,GRACEV TR 99,535,
8169007023 €282(ALLPORT AVE S S PAHTNERSL P 99,535
£188007024] 11807481 AUSON AVE. PEESE,JAMES| AND SUSAN L TRS 257,372
168007025 11807|SLAUSON AVE ARJONA,PEDRO E AND LIZBETH 173875}
8160007026/ 11807|SLAUSON-AVE THURMAN MACHINE GO 112,854
B1B3007027 11607 SLAUSON AVE RAMOS MIGUEL R 128,934
1 GOPELANDJEFF INTERESTS LIMITED 35,200
5165007020 11803)SLA GOPEL N LIMITED 58,200
BIBRII7090) 11603 |SLAUSON AVE I THIELMANN CORF 82,237
8169007081 11808|SLAUSON AVE HAMBLIN,KENNETH CO TR 455,723
8163007032 11809|SLAUSON AVE: QUEDA.GOR E.AND 262,898)
B163007033| 11811[SLAUSON AVE, CHUBBLICKDONALD' AND.PATSYTRS 96,215}
163007034 11619|SLAUSON AVE CRAWFORDJAMES A AND JANIE K THS 95,215}
8165007035 | 11815|SLAUSON-AVE D AND-PATSY TRS 54,510
6163007038 11821 |SLAUSON AVE [ THIELMANN. CORP- 78,430)
6312|ALLPORT AVE MOGAN, THOMAS PET AL 2B6.451]
8164007038 8330(ALLPORT AVE LOHRUMLLT 144,054
4163008002 320(ALL PORT AVE [PEREZANDCREW M AND VICTORA 18179
3 @403l ALL PORT AVE EGGE,ROBERT. 6 AND 86,872
B160008014 11705SLAUSONAVE CHAN,FETER SAND AMY M TRS: 120,897
8169008015 8415/ALLFGRT AVE. TFP ALMITED PARTNERSHIP 365,708
8168008017 8315|ALLEOAT AVE WELHU) GHLI 558,309
8163008018 8319{ALLPORT AVE INTERAGTIVE USA GORFCRATION 551,108
11701|SLAUSON AVE ISLAUSON STORAGE VENTURE LLG 2280741
189011021 B037JALLRORT AVE' VENTLJCHN AND PATRICIA 97,544
B168011022 8101|ALLPORT AVE, CAMARENA JOSE D' £4,050)
8169011023 8107]ALLPORT AVE: ROSENSTEINALBERT AND MARV.E TRE 10,587)
Biasor 1024} B135|ALLPORT AVE. CORMACK,ACBERT 6 CO.TA ETAL 89,830)
8169011026 8205/ ACLPORT AVE EGQEROBERT GCO'TR 261,565
8169011027 8207|ALLPORT'AVE EQGE.ROBERT GCOTH: 202,684
8165011028 | 82291 ALLPORT AVE' MASSEY.DAVID A AND BUSAN ETRS 74,576
8169011029 821 ALLPOAT AVE: 'VARELA ROBERT AND JEANNETTE TRS 140,060
2163011030 9235]ALLPORT AVE VARELA.ROBERT CO TR 121,289
a180071031 8303}ALLPORT AVE: VARELA RAUL AND JESSIE 81,417
8168011036/ 0 i VALVERDE,{OSEPH A TRET AL 640,718
8189017037 11620)WASHINGTONBLVD. | 463
8160021028/ 11700|SLAUSON AVE SMITH MICHAEL @ ETAL TRS 241,124
8169021081 32,840}
8623|DICE RD [MID'WEST FABRICATING GO.ING 339,442
8169027047 8535|DICE.RD, IAC INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES LLG 498,585
8165027048 8807|DICE RO D ANGELO,FLOYD L TRETAL 117,308
8169027049 374,280
8166027050 192,780
IQTAL; 84,004,344

opment Project Area

1.175 454

I.@S.754
360,570
285,299

71.670]
442,038

8,845
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Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No.

:2006-07 Assessed Values- Seoured )

AN .. OWNER
8168014011 12083{SLAUSON AVE ™ LARSEN,RIC.AND JOSLYN TRS.
8168014012 12106 SLAUSON AVE YOUNG,ROBERT HCOTR
8185014013] 12101 SLAUSON AVE  THOMSON THOMAS AND'NANCY
8168013014 12117{SLAUSON'AVE KELLY.PATRICK J/AND MARGARET TRS
8168014015 12135/ SLAUSON AVE RALSBACK.GUY F AND NADINE S THS
8168074018, 12139[SLAUSON AVE: FORTNER,HAROLD E JR
8168014017 12167[SLAUSON AVE FERGUSON.DONALD S-AND
8168014018 12201[SLAUSON AVE ANDERSON,RONNY G AND
8166014019 12209[SLAUSON AVE: STAR DIE CASTING INC
8168014020/ 12215[SLAUSON AVE |BACWNEDDYLOU TR
8168014021 12015]SLAUSON AVE: [CHANDEN L1.C
8168014022 11866]RIVERA RD OROURKE MICHAEL T ANDWJOANM TR
8160014023 8520/ WELLBFOFD FL SAUNDERS,EDWARD C CO-TH
8168014024 12055{$1.AUSON AVE SIESSER INVESTMENT PTNSHP AND

B317[SECURA WAY VIERTELL KENNETH AND
B16B015007 [SECURA WAY OLNEH.HICHARD K
1 WAY BUTTS; ND: LDINE TRS
8168015019 B411{SECURA WAY' LOQUWERE,| PEI'HUS LCOTH
1 y RD 3,ELISEO. HTR AND
816801501 7| B317|SEGURA WAY. FLISEO B TR
8168015019 8425|SECURA WAY PATRICIA A MARRERO TRET AL
8158015020, B417[SECURAWAY PATRICIA A MARRERO TR ET AL
B413|SECH WAY HELMERECHT HLDEGARD F TR
WA GEC JWILLAM R'AND CAROLF
8188015047 8349| SECURAWAY [RAILSBACK,GUY F AND:NADINE S TRS
RD L8C CORP AND
8168015051 8427|SECURA WAY 8427.SECURALLC
8168015052 12004|RIVERA RD LIETZAU,ROBERT HAND DONNA A TRS
8168023001 11815{BURKE 5T MARK,JEFIOME W TR ET AL
8188023002 8540(DICE RD LVNN JENSEN DOWDEN
X 19|BURKE 8T GHARLES AND DORIS TRS"
1 N AVE DANIELs TIRE SEAVICE
8188023018 11850{SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE SBERVICE
8168023025 -
8168023020 11760]SLAUSON AVE [WALTMAN JOHNJ AND-
8168023029 11748|SLAUSON AVE WALTMAN JOHN - AND
8168023030 8528|DICERD [ROBERTS;JUD 0 AND MARLYN TRS
8168023031 8518|DICE AD HG LEASING LLS
8166023032 | 11720/ SLAUSON AVE: GARRETT, BOBE\’ AND MAUREEN TRS
8169023085 BG33|BURKE 6T \WEBER, WARREN L COTR.
8188023037 11801 [BURKE ST [BERA,GIAISH.R'AND USHATRS ETAL
8180023039 11845|BURKE ST TECHNI BRAZE ING
8168023040 11825|BURKE ST BATTENSCHLAG AICHARD E CO.TH
9168025041 11919|HURKE ST BACKEN,CATHY.TR
1 ST TRANSILWRAP GO INCG
8165023043 )
9186023045 11850}SLAUSON AVE [DANIELS TIRE:SERVICE
3 1 3:1 IDANELS TIRE SERVICE
1 8T DOUBLE POINT PRORERTIES LLC
1 87 CHOLAKIAN,ARGHIE AND STELLAM
-8168024007 11B76|BURKE ST [EARL.CLAURETTE A
1 KE 3T EARLCLAUDETTE A
ST IMASDOL KEN AND
1 8T 1] )W AND DEBRA TRS
BIE 1 s RC ;ADOLPH AND.ELENI TRS
b2 1 D COTR
8163022013 707, SOHENSEN AVE BRISTOL COMPANY
SANTA FE SPAINGS CITY:
6168026004 8444 sscunA WAY SHELDON.SLAUSON LLC.
8440{SECURA WAY |FLANARY.MARY TR
B8432|SEC WAY CHALREYNOLDS
A WAY CLF (LC
8] SECURAWAY KAPLAN.MELVIN TR
841¢] SECUHA WAV (ONG,THIAM T ET AL
KUEWER,ROBERT W
9188026011 8400} SECURA WAY [KUEWER ROBERT W
KRUG,HENRY:AND HELENE TRS
8168026013 834B]SECURA WAY [KAUG,HENRY.AND HELEN E ‘TRS
Y [KAUGHENRY:AND HELEN E TRS
8166026015 B8332|SECURA WAY NBS SYSTEMSING
Ad FREQOSO,HUMBERTO SA TR
8168026017 ; & 1
8188026028 8421|CHETLE AVE BLAKESLEEWILLIS CO THET AL
8433 CHETLE AVE SCHUMACHER,GEORGE G'CO TR
EAVE SCHUMACHER, GEDHGE CCoTR
8188026020 | 8503|CHETLE AVE RADER;GLEN V:
8168026030 8515|CHETLE AVE EPPAHD.HDBEHT HCOTR
5188026038, 8500|CHETLE AVE [BROWN,EDOYLOU TR
6 G B403|CHETLE AVE BROUGH,ANTHONY-C SR.COTR
? HETLE AVE HIGLEY,GLENN.C
B16ao280H B33YCHETLE AVE LOVELL.EDWARD -AND PATRICIA TRS
EAVE OHALAEYN
RD LARSEN] LOLHSE JTR
831 E AVE METCHKORF;DAVID G ET AL
8163026045 | 8633[CHETLE AVE WEISS FAMILY'LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
6165007013 RO METCHKC
8168001016 11964 WASHINGTON BLYD. [EASTGROURRROPERTIES L P
8169002002, 0| [HERNANDEZJOSE §
8183002003 1 INETON-BLVD  |MUSSION:INDUSTRIES
1 {INGTON BLVD  {MISSION LINEN SURPLY OF TURLOCK
8185002005 11934]WASHINGTON BLVD  |WHITTIER. SOFT WATER CO
8183002008 MISSION INDUSTRIES:
B185002008 B116|SECURA WAY~ ZIETZWILLIAMA AND CLELLA F TRS
1 WAY CRAIGMARTHAA TR
8168002011 Bj40[SEGURA WAY FOSS PLATING. CO ING
2C JAAWAY S DL INVESTMENTS
8165002015 H206[SECURA WAY IVGRE
8169002018 11683|RIVERA RD 1220.CALIFORNIA PARTNERS
8141|SECURA WAY [DEVA PRAOPERTIES
JAAWAY HARISON,GEORG
T JINGTON BLVD | MISSION LINEN SUPPLY OF TURLOCK
WAY FIELDSMARK §AND ADALYN R TRS
a1 WAY. ESCALERA.LUIS L AND
0020 8118|SEGURA WAY. )| OSRTR
8189002028 8300|SECURA WAY [FELDS.MARK S AND ADALYN R TRE
1 AAD. L S CCORP
81680020301 11667| RIVERA RD" COPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
8168002091 11969|RIVERA RD COPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
1 Ri MURE CORP AND
IRAWAY GALLAGHER,GEDNEY TR
8165002034 R209|SECURAWAY HAMBLIN,KENNETH AND DORQTHY TRS
8168002036 8122|SECURA WAY VOLLBRECHT JOHANNES M COTR
5169002036 B126|SECURA WAY. YOUNG,ROBERT AND VIRGINIA TRS
1 BD ING
1 RD NG
8169003007 9 {BENAMAN NG
1 RD ING-
1 RD DIAZMAXIMO R AND MARIA L
1 AD HU,AICHARD AND HELEN TRS ET AL
1 RD FERRIS,LUCILLE F TR
8185002017 8230 SORENSEN AVE SANTA FE SPRINGS I LLC
8168003018} B224|SORENSEN AVE RY COLLC

2 Wasﬁinglon Boilevard Redevelc

opment Project Ares
LAND Value | improvemantVaive
224,897 267,112
-67.575 11,214
182,344 339,863
382,883 6255921
174,364 908,588).
226,467 T2em)
69,771 102,602
82,149 100,806
318,380} &aa 645
619,080) 187,864,
3,380,783 9,074,481
314,020 508,368)
162,487 72374
636,700 2,172
51,670) 62,683
208 g8 737,042
20,783 48,631
120,735 169,762
ADS 269,924
97,302 4734
148,374 249,057
148,374 249,057
568,301 807,079
105,962 298,749
65,456 160,018
60,584 160,342}
418,220 600,780
1,5%8) 170,676}
76,770} 170,234
75,163 154,807
108,497 168977
117.484 3,099)
330 25,540]
121,082} o
501,355, 627,184
483715 sag;800)
229,534 278:129)
232,928 528,442
81,422 171,052
671,820 984,840)
292,641 759,16€]
3517 678,865
55,000) 142;785]
168271 :233)
1,131,529 814,901
242,180 £
586,635 63,849
128,458 428,770
244,424 112,506
402,763 368,738]
229,590 129;380)
105,854 217,063
28,098 078
425, $19,740]
448,117| 549,789
408,001 1,068,658]
124,132 264,413
70,955 o
416,160] 166,060
70,881 270,826
40;968) 81611
265,302 168484
25,884} 89,071
160,821 263
123714 230,560
123,714 253,053
83,628 242,159)
103,080} 250,910
155454 186,559
428,165 1,192,384
303, 5,8051
201,718 187,678
71,289 153,200
92,748 5914
91,682) 183,201
43,580 £1,250)
43.220] 28,396)
154,020 1,020
350,532 569,184
362,145 453,250
430278 724618
65200 272.210)
115364 326251
283,138 480,858
1,357,172 911,448
274 665,782
2743807 6378,968)
1,057 0
51,723} q
129,854 g
187,228 312,497
252,607 1,533
64,747 88,450
57,304 117,672
57,384 122,607
8,985} 103.964|
189,484} 857,150
471,000, 437,000
156,747 050}
1,885} 118910
S1IN 0
108,246} 215,504
149,075 137,776
168,260) 129,740
88,235| 140,060
105,814 208,427
69, 125,208
75,163 122,740
118,739| 258,350
244,000) 181,000
18815 133391
224 130778
22,818 60,621
63,364 181,515]
68,354 162,010]
68,264 140)
84,614 189,494
102,260 180,685
68,218 133,768]
23,125} 73,178
314,250] 55131
399,473} B84,704]

188,745|
618,559
2,900,666
1,007:221
1,733,250
817427
357,020)
771821
852,670
22,717
1,176,176
989,906
1,484.748|
388,

* Shotild be exciusive In the last report
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard

Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santd Fe Springs - Amendment No,

2 Washington Boulevard Redevelc

2006-07 Assessed Values- Secured
AN S, OWNER
8160003019 8214|SORENSEN AVE [ ZOCCHI,JOHN R AND MARY' TRS
A AVE. [CAMMACIGWILLIAM TR
} AVE RERA,RAUL AND DEBRATRS
2 AVE MANSOLING;RALPH TR
312]s¢ AVE IMANSOLINO,RALPH
£ AVE MANEOLINO,RALPH TR
‘AVE LIAM ITR:
1 AD | TRONGALE CAAL AND VERA M TRS
8163003041 BI0BISCRENSEN AV [SANTA FE SPRINGS LS
118 A RD RITENQUR,JAY H AND MARY D AND
8189003043 11808 WASHINGTON BLVD- ‘|YOUDEEMJOHN )
816005044, B026{SQRENSENAVE GMB INVESTMENT PROPERTIES LLG
8166003045 B10]S0AENSENAVE ROSALINDE AND ARTHUF GILBERT
8166004001 9 DELTA CONTRAGTORS EQUIPMENT.
1 ONBLVD {STONEANNLTR
1 BLVD- [LALLY LAWRENCE TH
83004004 i BLVD ‘|PORTER,AOBERT JAND
8163004006, 7 {INGTON.BLVD JJBK S LG
B16500401( nr ONBLVD '[GANDMOILCOBNC.
AVE Q0D INVESTMENTS:
1 INGTON BLVD °[JBK S INVESTMENTS LLG
7 1" N EL IBKC S INVEETMENTS LLG
LA BANGA JOSEPR AND MARY TRS
6227|8¢ VE RO JUDTRETAL
1 sT WAKEMAN It PROPERTIES
11821| w2 8r GCG ASSOCIATES
8189004032 11805 WAKEMAN ST VINOR,JOSEPH AND EVA TRS
11830|W ST WEISS,CATHERINE TR
8185004043 8311[SORENSEN AVE HANNAH,AOBERT S AND MARY [ TRS
1 ST FISHELBEAG,LEONARD TR
8160004045 11823|SLAUSON.AVE ASSOCIATED AMERICANA PROPERTIES
8160004048 { 11855 SLAUSON. AVE GOLDEN STATE BANK.
0 8201 S 4 [DELTA GONTRAGTORS EQUIPMENT
$8180004050. 8201|SORENSENAVE [DELTA CONTRACTORS EQUIPMENT
" 11821[SL WVE.  [LAYTONREAL ESTATE LLC-
! 1 NGTON BLVD [SHELBY.RUTH R TR ET.AL
8163005012 8140|ALLPORT'AVE LEWIS,LARID AND LYNN LTRS:
8168005014, G03S[FREESTONE AVE.  [WELLIAMSVICTORM
8165005017 11848|WASHINGTONBLVD. |SHELBYRUTHRTRETAL
81680050151 0| [MCADAMS,DONALD AND PATRICIA TRS
8169005015 11684|WASHINGTON BLVD  {RAHMALONZO AND' KATHLEEN.TR
§158005020 8020|FREESTONEAVE ~  [LA BANCA JOSEPHCO-TR
8169005025/ 8122|ALLPORTAVE [BAREA,ELVIA
INEAVE  |LA BLANCA,JOSEPH AND'MARY TRS
8033)FF INE AVE ALS : PPE AND
8165005030 8130)ALLPORT AVE' WALTERS HENRY A AND MARIE'A TRS
§1B8005031 8122|ALLPORT AVE. WALTERS HENRY A AND MARIE A TRS
8t NEAVE  |WILLIAMS,VICTOR M
5169005083 8124 ALLPORTAVE LAWRENCE DAVID AND CHRISTINA
8169005034/ 8024|ALLPORT AVE ) AND PHYLLIS TRS
5160005035 8036]ALLPORT AVE IMCADAMS,DONALD AND PATRICIA TRS
B1B5005038 8118|ALLPORT AVE: FRANKE,CLARENGE G CO TR
6185007001 8338 AULBORT AVE DENNIS AND SUDY TS
8163007004, 1175t |SLAUSON AVE BERGMAN,CAREY D AND RITA G
2168007011 117688]SLAUSONAVE HAMBLIN.KENNETH COTR
1 AVE SLAUSONAVENUE PARTNERSHIP
8185007014 11775/SLAUSON AVE [MANSOLINO,RALPH TR
1 AVE (HAMBLINKENNETH AND. DORQTHY TRS
8163007016 8406| ALLPORT AVE BEAGMAN,CAREY D AND-ATA G
8169007018 B406| ALLFORT AVE BUOH ).SANTQ AND MARY-C
8183007019 B8402| ALLPORT AVE: BUONGIORND.SANTO AND. MARY TRS
163007020 8200]ALLPORT AVE PYKA.TMOTHY:A
8185007021 8222|ALLPORT AVE GALARDOMICHAEL J AND MARIA TRS
8168007022 5226/ ALLPORT AVE [DUNCAN,GRACE VTR
8168007023 8282|ALLPORTAVE S F-5 PARTNERS LP
8185007024 { 11807{SLAUSON AVE REESE,JAMES | AND-SUSANL TRS
8169007025 11807|SLAUSON AVE (ARLIONA,PEDRO E AND LIZBETH
8189007026/ 11807|SLAUSON AVE THURMAN MACHINE €O
8189007027 | 11807(SLAUBON AVE RAMOS MIGUEL R
4185007028 11605{SLAUSON AVE COPELAND JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED:
2165007020 11B03|SLAUSON AVE" COPELAND JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
8159007030 11801|SLAUSON AVE  THIELMANN CORP
8163007031 11809|SLAUSON AVE HAMBLIN KENNETH COTR
8160007082 11808|SLAUSON AVE QJEDAIBOR E AND
8163007033 11811|SLAUSON AVE CHUBBUCK,DONALD AND PATSY TRS
6165007034 11813|SLAUSON AVE CRAWFORD.JAMES'A AND JANIE KTRS
8169007035 11B15|SLAUSON AVE CHUBBUCK,DONALD AND PATSY THS.
8168007038/ 11821{SLAUSON AVE: [THIELMANN. CORP
3168007037 8312 ALLPORT AVE MOGAN THOMAS P ETAL
4169007038 6330 ALLPORT AVE LOHRUMLLC .
8326|ALLPORT AVE PEREZANDREW M AND VICTORIA
8185008003 8408]ALLPORT AVE EGGE,ROBERT GAND:
11705(SLA AVE CHAN,PETER S AND AMY MTRS
8169008015 | 8415}ALLPOAT AVE TFP ALIMITED PARTNERSHIP
8163008017 8315]ALLPORT AVE WELHUICHU
8169008018 6319|ALLFORT AVE INTERACTIVE USA CORPORATION
1701{SLAUSON AVE SLAUSON STORAGE VENTURETLG
8166011021 6037{ALLPOAT AVE VENTL.JOHN AND PATRICIA
8165011022 8101|ALLPORT AVE JOSED
8168011023 8107|ALLPORT AVE ROSENSTEIN,ALBERT AND MARY E TRS
ateso11024 8135 ALLPORT AVE CORMACKROSERT @ COTRET AL
8168011028, 6205{ALLPORT AVE EGGE,ROBERT G.COTH
8188011027 | 8207|ALLPORT AVE EGGE,ACBEAT G CO TR
siesot10z8 8229|ALLPORT AVE MASSEY,DAVID'A AND SUSAN ETRS
81690} 1029 8231|ALLPORT AVE [VARELA;ROBERT AND JEANNETTE TRS
816801103D) 6235[ALLEDRY AVE VARELA,AOBERT CO-TR
8163011091 8303|ALLPORT AVE VARELA,RAUL AND JESSIE
8168011035 [} VALVERDE.JOSEPH A TRET AL
8165011097, 11628 WASHINGTON BLVD
8168021029 11700|SLAUSON AVE ISMITH.MICHAEL G ET AL TRS
. 8169627048 8623{DICE RD MID WEST FABRICATING GO ING _
8169027047 | 8535(DICE RD [AC INDUSTRIAL PROPEATIES LG
8165027048 8507|DIGE AD D ANGELOFLOYD L TR ET AL
169027051 BURKE ST WEST GCONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS
§168027052 SLAUSON AVE WEST CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS
8169027053 SLAUSON AVE WEST CONGREGATION OFJEHOVAHS
ToTaL;

254,540
121,241

163871

155,271,313
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Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. -2

200708 i Val Secirad
A STREET SWHER
8158014011 12063|SLAUSON AVE LARSEN,RIC AND JOSLYN TRS
B188014012 12108 SLAUSON AVE. YOUNG.ROBERTHCQTR:
8188014013 12101|SLAUSON AVE THOMSON; THOMAS AND RANCY
9188014014 12117{SLAUSON AVE KELLY;PATRICK JAND MARGARET TH:
8168014015 12135|SLAUSON AVE [RAILSBACK, GUY FAND NADINE 3 TRS
8168014018 12139|SLAUSON'AVE FORTNER HAROLD E JR:
8168014017, 12157|SLAUSON AVE FERGLISON,0ONALD 8 AND
8168014015 12201|SLAUSON AVE: ANDERSON,RONNY CAND
8168014019 12208| SLAUSON AVE: STAR DIE CASTING INC
140 12215 AVE. BHQWN.EDDYLOUTH
8168014021 12075|SLALSON AVE- CHANDENLLE
8168014022 19866|AIVERA RD ORDI.[RKE.M GHAELTANDJOAN MTR
8168014023 8520/ WELLSFORD-PL.
8168014024 12055{SLAUSON AVE 2 £ BNSHE AND
8317ISECURA WAY VIERTELLKENNETH AND
JRA WAY (OLIVER,AIGHARD K
6168015011 8357|SECURAWAY BUTTS,EDGAR L AND GERALDINE TRS
8168015013 8411]SECURA WAY' LOUWERS, PETAUS L CO TR
v ‘RO 'SERRANG,ELISEO BTR AND
6168015017 8317[SEGURAWAY. 'SERAANO,ELISEO BTR
8168015018 8425|SEOURA WAY: PATRICIA'A MARRERO TR ET AL
8417|SECURA WAY PATRICIA A MARRERO TRET AL.
WAY [HELMBRECHT,HILDEGARD F TR
RAWAY (GECAGE, WILLIAM AL AND CARGL F
RAWAY: BAILSBACK,GUY F AND NADNE STRS
8168015049 AIVERARD L AND
8158015051, 8427/ SECURA WAY: 8427 SECURA LG
AD LIETZAUROBERT HAND DONNA A TRS
8168023001 11815|BURKE 8T MARK,JEROME W TR ETAL
AD LVNN JENSEN DOWDEN
8168025003 116819|BURKE ST EZ AND DORIS TRS
8165023017 11850{ SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE SERVICE
8188023018 11850{SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE SERVIGE
8168023028 11780{ SLAUSON AVE. WALTMAN,JOHN J AND
8168023026 11748/ SLAUSON AVE WALTMAN JOHN JAND:
a1 8528/ DIGERD ROBERTS.JUD OAND MARLYN TR
8168023031 85t8)DICE AD HG LEASINGLLC
8168023032 11T20{SLAUSON AVE GARRETT,HOBGY AND MAUREEN TRS
8165023035 8633|BURKE ST WERER,WARREN L COTR
11801{BURKE ST BERA,GIRISH RAND USHATRS ETAL
1 sT TECHNI BRAZE INC
186023040 11025|BURKE 8T BATTENSCHLAG,RICHARD'E GOTR
8168023081 11919|BURKE 8T HAGKEN,GATHY TR
8168025042 11875|BURKE 8T TRANSILWRAP CO ING
8168023045 11850|SLAUSON AVE {DANIELS TIRE SERVICE
8163023046 11833|BURKE ST DANIELS TIRE SERVICE .
8165023048 11760|SLAUSON AVE ‘JWESTERN SCREW PRODUCTS ING
8168023048 11770|SLAUSON AVE WESTERN SCREW-PRODUCTS INCG
8168024003 11850|BURKE ST DOUBLE POINT PROPERTIES LLC
1 CHOLAKIAN;ARGHIE AND-STELLA M
1 EARL, CLAUDETTE A
2 ST EARL,CLAUDETTE A
1 3 5T IMASDOUNIAN,VASKEN AND.
8168024010 118221BUAKE §T RITGHIE DAVID W AND DEBRA TRS
8166624011 11608{BURKE 8T ROSENBERGER,ADCLPH AND ELEN| TRS
8168024012 11626{BURKE 8T DEMIRJAN,EDWARD.CO TRET AL
AVE BRISTOL COMPANY:
- SPAINGS-OTY
8186028004 8444|SECURA WAY SHELDON SLAUSON LLG
WAY FLANARY,MARY TR
\WAY OHALREYNOLDS
JRAWAY CLIFLLG
8168426008 8418|SEGURA WAY KAPLANMELVIN TR
8168026009 8416]SECURA WAY ONG THIAVA T ET AL
8168026010 B4DGISECURA WAY KLIEWER, AOBERTW
8168026011 8400|SECURA WAY KLIEWER,AGBERT W
RA WAY KAUG HENRY AND HELEN ETRS
JRA WAY [KAUGHENAY. AND HELEN ETRS
8168026014 8342|SECURA WAY KRUG,HENAY AND:HELEN E TRS
IRAWAY NBS SYSTEMS ING.
RD FREGOSOHUMBERTO'SH TR
AD ROSENBAUM.ROGER TR
8168026025 8421[CHETLE AVE BLAKESLEEWILLIg COTRET AL
AVE SGHUMACHER, OEORGE G CO TR,
8168026028 B433|GHETLE AVE 'SCHUMACHER, GEORGE.C COTR
8168026028 E AVE FADER.GLEN VTR
5168026030, 8515(CHETLE AVE EPPAFID,ACRERT H.COTR
8165026038 8A08[CHETLE AVE B_ROWN.EDDVLOIJ R
B165026039 B403ICHETLE AVE [BROUGHANTHONY € SR CO TR
8165028040 8408/ CHETLE AVE HIGLEY;GLENN G
S16B020041. BB33[CHETLE AVE LOVELL.EDWARDAND PATRICIA TRS:
2168020042) 8515|CHETLE AVE OHAIREYNOLD!
RO ; outss.rm
8165026044 8311/GHETLE AVE FF.DAVID-G
8168026045 8533|CHETLE AVE WEISS FAMILY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
RD METCHKOFF PROPERTI
1 NGTON.BLVD. [EASTGROUP PROPERTIESL P
8168002002 q . [HERNANDEZJOSES
1 JINGTONBLVD" {MISSION INDUSTRIES
INBLVD |MISSION LINEN SUPPLY OF TURLOCK
1 BLVD. {WHITTIER SOFT WATER'CO
8162002008 of MISSION INDUSTRIES
B118|SEGURA WAY ZIETZWILLIAMA AND CLELLAFTRS
8123|SE: WAY CRAIGMARTHA A TR
il 8140{SEC FOSS PLATING CO ING
i WAY 5D L INVESTMENTS
WAv VVRE
1220.CALIFORNIA PARTNERS
816 8141|SECURA WAY DEVA PROPEATIES
JRAWAY HARISON.GECRGE
1 (GTONBLVD |MISSION LINEN SUPPLY OF TURLOCK
8108|SECURA WAY. FIELDS, MARIK 5-AND ADALYN.A TRS
8110/ SECURA WAY [ESCALERA,LUIS L AND
8169002027 | 8118|SECURA WAY FREGOSOHUMBERTO SR TR
JAA WAY FIELDS,MARK § AND'ADALYN R TRS
1 RD. LS G CORP.
8169002090 11887|RIVERA RD COPELAND JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
6160002091 11688/RIVERA RD [COPELANDJEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
8160002082 11973]RIVERA RD' MURE CORP AND
6169002033 8203|SECURA WAY QALLAGHER,GEDNEY- TR
8169002034 820a[SEGURA WAY [HAMBLIN,KENNETH AND DOROTHY TRS.
8166002035, 8122|SECURA WAY VOLLBRECHT.JOHANNES MCO TR
8163002035 8126/SEGURA WAY | YOUNG,ROBERT AND VIRGINIA TRS
1 RD NG
1 RD [ ING
8169003007 | 9 BENAMAN ING
11937{R1 AR ING
8168003009 11841|RIVERA RD DIAZ,MAXIMO R AND MARIA L
8163003012 11955|RIVERA RD HU,RIGHARD AND HELEN TRS ET AL
1 AD FERRIS,LUGLLE F TR
7 AVE SANTA FE SPRINGS ILLC
8169003018 | 8224|SORENSEN AVE HY COLLC

2 Washington Boulevard Redevelt

)pment Proje

226,435
69,334
185.380)
855,780
177851
392,996)
510,000
83,781
324,747
583321
4,060,353
a20;

300)
165,738
49,534

52.703]
302618,
90,358|
133.410)
344,154
38,048
151,541
161,34
575,867
102,101
86,775
92,995
427,804
s2,670)
1,091,220
76,885

131 ,m

140,531
142,534
142,861
227,805
127,709

265,169
184,620
138,058
133,391

185,145
165,250

180,744
194,498)
136,441

74,61

506,398

1,451,113
1,074,675
515,770
1,443,481
257,553
1,669,252)

|
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amend: No.2 hington Bo d R Project Area
2007-08 Amm Vaiies- SDCIIM
AN OWHNER LaNDValte | improysment Value ASSESSEDVALUE | Exemnl Vafues
8169003019 S214|SORENSEN AVE ZOCCHIJOHN RAND MARY THS T7022] 258,690 [
8163003025, B206[SORENSEN AVE, (CAMMACKWIELIAM | TR 31,609 123,665 3
0 8202[SORENSEN AVE HERRERA,AAUL AND-DEBRA TRS 181,884 318,762 o
81695003031 8210|SORENSEN AVE: [MANSOLINO,RALPH TR 839,391 167,250| 0
8169003082 8212|SORENSEN AVE MANSOLINO,RALPHTH' Te,152 15530861 o
‘8185003083 8210[SORENSEN AVE MANSOLING| RALPH IR 67,983 119,830, -]
1 e JCAMMACKWILLIAMI TR 12:427) 49275 ]
8160003085 11619|AIVERA RD: TRONCALE,CARL AND.VERA M THS 84,406 245, 0
NSEN AVE SANTA FE SPRINGS I1LLG 5 932,629 2,218,168 [
1 EAARD. RTENOUR.JAY H AND MARY D AND 140,665 ,885 o
1 BIVD: |YOUDEEMLIOHN 246,076 734,795| o
AVE GME INVESTMENT PROPERTIES LLC 1,456,560 3,017,160] [
81 ROSALINDE ANDARTHUR GILBERT 2,308,127| 1573, o
8169004001 9 [DELTA CONTRACTORE: EQUIFMENT- - 105,757 o
B169004002 11668|WASHINGTON BLVD  |STONE,ANNL TR 184,804 o
iy A NBLVD  |LALLY,L 188.207] Q
3 17 ¥ ELVD’ |PORTER,ROBERT J AND 501,486 o
DADO 1 INGTON'BLVD. [BK SINVESTMENTS LLG: a7 o
8189004011 1770)WASHINGTON BLVD  |[G'AND MOIL.COING R 116,221 0.
AVE ELMWOOD: INVESTMENTS: ' 238,964} o
b} HNBTON BLVD. [JBK S:INVESTMENTS LLG 119,765 o
7 11758) GTON BLVD' [9BK.S NVESTMENTS LLG 107,655 a
81685004028 B213|SORENSEN AVE LA’ BANCA.JDSEFH AND'MARY.THS 115,824 Q
402 8a27]8¢ AVE HOBEATS JUD- TR ETAL 266,567 0
8160004090 11891 |WAKEMAN ST WAKEMAN 1 ROPERTIES 131,650/ o
8160004031 11821 WAKEMAN ST. GCG ASSOCIATES . 388,081 0
1 st VIDoR, JDSEFHANDEVATRE 275002 [
1 ST 187,255 o
a31 AVE HANNA HOEEHTSANUMARYLTRS 2 148,540 °
4 ¥ ST FISHELBERG,LEGNARD ] [
163004045 11823[SLAUSON AVE: JASSOCIATED AMERICANA PRDFEFITIES 4767,288 [
8168004048 11955[SLAUSON AVE. [aOLDEN STATE BANK 275,859 [}
8168004048 8201|SORENSEN AVE [DELTA CONTRAGTORS EQUIPMENT 2196675 L]
8180004050 08201[SORENSENAVE:  |DELTA CONTRACTORS EQUIPMENT 265,853 o
8163004051 11821|SLAUSON AVE LAYTON REAL ESTATE LLG: 626,897| o
B160005001 11842|WASHINGTON BLVD [SHELBY,RUTH R TRET AL 847,485/ [
8186005012 8140|ALLPORTAVE LEW!IS,LARID AND LYNN LTRS: 316,084} 0
AVE WIEIAMSVICTORM 82,009 o
¥ {INGTON BLVD :|SHELBY,RUTHRTR ET AL 329,063 I3
5160005019 o MCADAMS,DONALD'AND PATRIGIA TRS 12,916 [}
816300501/ 1 i NBLVD ‘|RAHMALONZO AND KATHLEEN TR 0,068 0
8168005020 6020|FREESTONE AVE LA:BANCALOSEPH CO-TR- 29,807 [}
8160005025 B122JALLPORT AVE [BARBA ELVIA 201,503 [/}
7 NEAVE  {LABLANCAJOSEPH AND MARYTRE 34,568 o
803alF AVE  |CALABRESEGIUSERPE AND 27,879 0
8160005030 8130|ALLPORT AVE WALTERSHENRY'A AND MARE A TRS 36,308 o
8168005031 8122|ALLPORTAVE: WALTERS,HENRY A AND-MARE ATRS 35,664 ]
112{F AVE WILLLAMS, VICTOR M $19,783] 0.
8124 ALLPORT AVE LAWHENCE;DAVID AND CHRISTINA 268,736} o
8024JALLPORT.AVE, HOLMES,HOWARD AND PHYLLIS THS 67,138 0
8165005035 80361ALLPORTAVE: MCADAS,DONALD AND. PATRICIA TRS- 108,043, 0
B1E9005036 B8118]ALLPORT AVE FRANKE,CLARENCE @GO TR 1,647,883 ]
8188007001 338 ALLPORT AVE [SCHWEIZER, DENNIS AND JUDY TRS 533,508] o
B1E69007004. 11761 SLAUSON'AVE: [BERAGMAN,CAREY D AND.RITA. G 348,929 ]
8169007011 11789|SLAUSON'AVE HAMBLIN.KENNETH.CO.TR 205,392 o
11705/SLAUSON AVE SLAUSON AVENUE PARTNERSHE 276,791 °
11775[SLAUSON AVE MANSOLINO,RALPH TH. 184304 °
B 11778|SLAUSON AVE: HAMBLIN,KENNETH AND: DOROTHY THS 378,355 [
81690070716 B406|ALLPORTAVE [BEAGMAN,CAREY DAND AITA G 170.406| o
8169007018 8408|ALLPORT AVE: BUONGIDHNQ SANTQAND MARY'C 30,015 Q
8180007018, 8402(ALLPGRTAVE BUONGIORNO,SANTO AND MARY THS 40,475, v
8183007020 B200(ALLPORT AVE PYKATIMOTHY R 207,650 o
8169007021 a022| AL LPORT AVE (GALARDOMICHAEL J AND MARIA TRS 99,342 )
8226|ALLPORT AVE: [DUNCAN.GRACEV TR 1,170,450} o
8163007023 B2B2|ALLPORT'AVE: &-F S PARTNERS L P 103,555 0
11807|SLAUSON AVE REESEJAMES IAND SUSAN L TRS 267,768 o
11807|SLAUSON AVE ARJONA.PEDRO £ AND LIZBETH 5 160,690 422, 0
11807} SLAUSON AVE THURMAN MACHINE GO 117,413 408,741 ]
13807 |SLAUSON AVE RAMOSMIGUEL A, 134,142 884, o
11605|SLA COPELANDJEFF LMITED 80,551 175,036 (]
8160007029 11803|SLAUSON AVE COPELAND JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED 80,651 175,530 o
8168007030 11801[SLAUSON AVE [THIELMANN CORP- 85,656 265,244 [
1 JSON AVE HAMBLIN,KENNETH CO TR 474,153 82,073 o
11808[ELAUSON AVE (QUEDA,IGOR E AND 273,518} 506,816 S
11811[SLAUSON AVE (CHUBBLICK DONALD AND PATSY TRS a7.677 117,442 [
11812|SLAUSON AVE CRAWFORD,JAMES AAND JANIEK TRS 125,694 [
€ 11815|SLAUSON AVE {CHUBBUCK.DONALD AND PATSY TRE 1,050,500 [
18 11821 |SLAUSON AVE [THIELMANN GORP 244,449 0
8123007037 B312JALLPORT AVE. MOQAN, THOMAS PETAL 207,720| L]
‘8163007038 8330|ALLPORTAVE LOHRUM LLC: S12;185] ¢
;i 839|ALLPORTAVE: {PEREZANDREW MAND VIGVORIA 342,320 o
81693008003 B403{ALLPORT-AVE: EGGE,AOBERT.G AND' 372,599 0
8163008014 11705|SLAUSON AVE [CHAN,PETER S AND AMY MTHRS a7 0:
&165006015 8415|ALLPORT AVE: TEP.A'LIMITED BARTNERSHIP 787,790} 0.
87163008012/ i 8315]ALLPORT AVE: (WE1HUI CHU 1,328,513 0
8165008018 | B8319|ALLPORT AVE INTERACTIVE USA CORPORATION 1,877,033 L]
81 11701[SLAUSONAVE [SLAUSON STORAGE VENTURE LLG 5544962 9
a16s011621 8037(ALLPORT-AVE VENTIJOHN AND PATRICLA- 159,442 0
8168011022 a101[ALLPORT AVE CAMARENAJOSE D. 187,448 o
8189011023 8107|ALLPORTAVE ROSENSTEINALBERT AND'RMARY E TRS 53,945 L]
8162011024 8135/ ALLPORT AVE CORMACK-FIOBERT & CQ TR ETAL 183,314 0
8169011026) 8205IALLPORT AVE [EQGE,ROBERT.G CO-TR 1 0
8185011027 8207{ALLPOAT AVE EGGE;ROBERT G.CO TR 202,847, [}
8180011028 a228]ALLPORT AVE. MASSEY,DAVID A AND SUSAN.ETRS. 702,269 ']
8160011029, 8231 JALLPCRT AVE: IVARELA,ROBEAT AND JEANNETTE TR 148,718 355,670 4]
8169011030 8235]ALLPORT AVE. [VARELA ROBERT COTR 128,188 286,702} o
B1690110631 8303JALLPORTAVE VARELA,RAUL AND JESSIE 63,000} 1,020,000} ¢
8163011035 9 VALVERDE,JOSEPH ATRET AL 477,442 aT7442] o
‘B169011037 11629|WASHINGTON BLVD 456,920] 1344969 °
a1e8027028 11700[SLAUSON AVE [SMITH MIGHAEL G ET AL TRS 260,6864] 880,479 ¢
AD MID WEST.FABRICATING CO INC. 353,154 1,919,001 [
RO [AC INDUSTRIAL PROPERTEES LLC 516,846 1,085,614 4]
91890270483 8607|DICE RD. D ANGELO,FLOYD L TR ET AL 122,039 345270, o
816802705¢ BURKE ST WEST CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS 586,846} 589,045 588848
] SLAUSON AVE WEST CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS 68,978 62978 ©8s78
8168027053 [SLAUSON AVE WEST GONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS 33,957 33,957} 93957
TOTAL: 74,222,054 168, il 689,781
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Santa Fe Spririgs - Aniendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area
2008-09 Assessed Valués- Sacuma,

AN ADDRESS. 3 QUWNER LAND Vae: | ImprovementValus | QPP S| Exempt Values:
8168014011 T2083|SLAUSON AVE LARISEN;AIC AND JOSLYN TR 234,023 277,609) 511,928 [
8168014012 12105|SLAUSON AVE YGUNGROBERT HCO TR 70,720) 15,708} 186,426 o
8168014013 12101 [SLAUSON AVE THOMSON,THOMAS AND NANCY 189,709) 953,388) 543,084 [
8166014014 12117[SLAUSON AVE KELLY,PATRICK it AND MARGARET TRS' 872,895 751,168} 1,624,063 [
9168014015 12135/SLAUSON AVE RAILSBACICGUY FAND NADINE S TRS 181,408 321,029} 502,431 0
8168014018 12149|SLAUSONAVE FORTNER,HAROLD E JR 359,855 762,540} 1,102,195} o
166014017, 12157|SLAUSON AVE FERGLSON,DONALD 'S AND 520,200 253,788} 873,996 [
8168014018 12201 |SLAUSOM AVE ANDERSON,RONNY C AND: 65,368 104,878 180,344 [
8168014019 12209{SLAUSON AVE STAR DIE CASTING ING 331,941 633,233 964,474 o
81680140201 12215[SLAUSON AVE BROWN,EDDYLOU TR 839,787 205,879 720,660 °
6165014021 12015|SLAUSON AVE CHANDEN 116 4,141,560 9,198,869 7:340,225) 0
a18shi4oze 11986|RIVERA AD. (OROUAKE, MICHAEL T ANDAJGAN M TR 326,704 '528,905] 855,611 v
8166014023 B520]WELLSFORD P SAUNDERS;EDWARD C CO-TR 169,050) 609,479} 972,529 o
8166014024 12085|SLAUSON AVE SIESSER INVESTMENT PTNSHP AND 062,524| 809;387] 1485891 [

B317|SECURA WAY VIERTELL KENNETH.AND 53,757} 96,426 P
WAY. OLIVER RICHARD ¢ 308,679) 765,807 [
BUTTS,EDGAR L. AND GERALDINE TRS 30,985} 48514 ]
843 s LA COTR 136,076} 106,387 ¢
1 RD [SERRANOELISEO B TRAND 951,097 280,828 S o
7 IRA WAY SERAANOIELISEO B'TR: 36,908 40,255] & 0
9 1 URA WAY >TRET AL 154,387| 250,118 413,485 o
8166015020 8417|SECURA WAY PATBICIA A MARRERG TR ET AL 154,367] 250,118 413,485 [
A WAY. HELMBRECHT HILDEGARD F TR 985,180 e31,598 1.014:778) 0
WAY GEORGE,WILLIAM R AND CAROL 110,263 308,734] 418,909 o
8168015047 8349|SECURA WAY, FAILSBACK,GLIY F AND NADNE § TRS: 68,110} 188,477 284,587/ 0
8166015049 12000{RIVERX RD LSG GORP-AND 04,242} 188,818 261,060 o
8188015051 8427|SEGURA WAY 8427 SECURA'LLC 496,156} 625,050 1061,206) [
AD LIETZAU,ROBEAT H AND DONRNA A TRS 53,723} 177,778 231,501 ©
8165025001 11815/BURKE ST MARK JEROME W-TRET AL 1 nsmu 70t,229| 1,753,073 0
8540|DICE AD LYNN JENSEN DOWDEN 161,081 228, o
8163023008 11818{BURKE 8T cC CHARLES AND DORIS TRS uo.m 173,722 284,520 o
8168023017 | 11850|SLAUBONAVE DANIELS TIRE. SERVICE 122,239| 9160 125,988, o
8168023018 11850[SLAUSON AVE. DANIELS TIRE:SERVIGE 85,665 6,975 122,830) [
8168023028 11760|SLAUSON AVE WALTMANJGHN J AND a21619] 652,821 1,174,134 0
8168025028 11748|S8LAUSON AVE [WALTMANIOHN J AND. 482448 613,719) 1,096,167 0
8186023070 | 8528[DICE AD FAOBERTSAUD OAND MARILYN TRS 238,206 287,279 528,084 o
8188023031 8518[DICE AD HG LEASING LG 346,377 547,709 1,427,453 o
8168023032 11720[SLAUSON AVE. GARRETT,BOBBY AND MALREEN TRS 84,721 177,062} 262,683 0
UFKE ST WEBERWARREN L: COTR 98,951 1,003,898} 1,702,779 o
1 s |BERA,GIRISH.R AND USHA TRS.ETAL 409543 789,835} 1,186,378 o
) ST TEGHN| BRAZE INC 857,384 708288} 1,063,682] °
| aT BATTENSCHLAG RICHARD € GO TR 8,220} 148,852} 206,772 [
8166025041 11818]BUAKE ST LGATHY TR 165,708} a77.842] 649,547} °
at6a023042 { 11675|BURKE ST [ TRANSILWRAP CO NG {177,242 1,680,142 3,043,739 o
8169078048, 11850{SLAUSON AVE DANIELS TIRE BERVICE 610,335} 888,447) 1,766,023 °
B168023046 11533| BURKE ST DANIELS TIRE SERVICE. 131,566} 444011 885813 o
8168023048 11780|SLAUSON AVE WESTERN SCREW PRODUCTS INC 734,400} 0 o
8168023049 11770} su\usou AVE WESTERN SCREW FRADUCTS INC 277,108 470,329 1,047,553 0
11 DQUBLE POINT PROPERTIES LLC 254,288, 117,443) 71,441 0
8160024006 11504|BURKE sr CHOLAKIAN.ARCHIE AND-STELLA M 419,054 383,634 685 0
1 EASL,CLAUDETTE A 238,884 128,969 367,227, °
s1esoz4008| 11852{BURKE s-r EAALCLAUDETTE A 108,922 225,832 754 )
81650240001 13850]BURKE ST IMASDOUNIAN VASKEN AND 659,472 570219) 1,223,691 o
Bi6a024010f 11822{BURKE ST [RITCHIE, DAVID'W AND DEBRA TRS 440,401 540,736 981,137 0
1 11808|BURKE ST FOSENBERGEA,ADOLPH AND ELENI TRE 484,159 565,757 1,029.896] o
8168024012 11926]BURKE ST (DEMIRJIAN,EDWARD. CO TR ET AL 422,456 1;132,83¢) 1,585,132 0
g707|s¢ - [BRISTOL GOMPANY 120,148 275,085 404,241 o
RO [SANTA FE-SPRINGS CITY 70,955 q 70,855} )
WAY SHELDON SLAUSON LLG 432,972 162,384 585,336 o
FLANARY,MARY. 78,743 280;785) 356,508 o
8168026006¢ 8432|SECURA WAY' OHALREYNOLDS 41,790 84,907 126,687] o
£168026007] 8424|SECURA WAY: CLIFLLG 27,620 179,188] 449.208| o
WAY KAPLANMELVIN TR 37,312 1,624} 128,940 o
TRA WAY- (ONG,THIAMT ET At. 157:489| a20,747] 518,235 [
WAY KLIEWER AQBERT W 128,711 239,574 360,585 0
1 JRA WAY: ICBERT W. 126,711 263,276 391,987 °
RA WAY KHUG.HENRV AND'HELEN E TRS 67,006 251,847 338,948 I
WAY {KRUGIHENRY AND HELEN E TRS 107:258) 261,048] a88,200) 0
WAY KRUG AND HELEN E TRS 161,744} 194,085 356,899) °
8188026015 8332(SECURA WAY NG 1,768,500) 1,258,700 3,619,200 0
8L AD F HUMBERTO $A TR 316,188 474,281 780,487 P
188026017 AD JMROGER T 612,000 308,000 918,000 a
‘gingozsoes | 8421 {CHETLE AVE BLAKESLEE WILLIS CO TR ET AL 24,341 169,482 233,829 °
E AVE SCHUMAC! CCOTR 56495 10314 108,808 o
a166026028 | 8433|CHETLE AVE ;GEORGE C.COTR 95,2601 191,330 286,500 0
8165026029 8503|CHETLE AVE RADER.GLENV TR 45,340] 53,259 98,630 o
8168026030 8515|CHETLE AVE EPPARD,ROBEAT HCO TR 328,440 79,660 408,000) 0
E AVE BROWN.EDOYLOU TR 160,242} 1,060) 161,802 o
E AVE BROUGHANTHONY TSR GO TR 354,652) 585,597 850,626 o
E ETLE AVE HIGLEY.GLENN G 378,777 471,561 848,339 °
8168026081 BIBYCHETIEAVE ~ LOVEL'L,EDWARD AND PATRICIA TRS 247,680 753,888 1,201,549 °
8168026042 8515{CHETLE AVE OHALREYNGLDS 83,842 289,207 371,849 0
RD LARSEN LOUISE J TR 120,024} 340,085 460/089) 9
2168026044 8311|CHETLEAVE METCHKOFF DAV|D GETAL 284578 488942 783518 9
B168026045| BS3SICHETLE AVE LIMITED R 1,422,405 948269 2370574 0
; 3D METCHIGFF pnopsm-nss 285471 619,830 905,801 0

e 11854|W; N ELVD  [EASTGROUP PROPERTIESLP 2,498,589| 5508277 8,034,886 0 * Stiould be exclusive In the (st report
8165002002 9 HERNANDEZJOSE S 1,098 [ 1,089 0
1 A SLVD {MISSION INDUSTRIES 385942] o 365942 0
1 BLYD LINEN SUPPLY OF TURLOGK 120,860 0 120,961 0
. ONBLVD |WHITTIER SOFT WATER CO 142,771 326,110 487,881 0
6166002008 { [ MISIION INDUSTRIES 253,852 1,594 265,448 ¢
8169002008 BUB{SECURA WAY' ZETZWILLAMA AND CLELLAF TRS 67,361 89,951 157,912} 0
B163002009] 8128{SECURA WAY GRAIG.MARTHA A TR 59,711 122425 182,138 0
169002011 B140/SECURA WAY FOS9 PLATING CO.NG 69,711 127,859 187,364 0
8165002014 8400|SEGURA WAY S D LINVESTMENTS 40,559 168,184 148,743 0
6163002015 8206/SEGURA WAY VVRE 586,600 380,000 976,600 I
1 RD. 1220 CALIFORNIA PARTNERG: 480,928 454,654 682 [
WAY [DEVR PROPERTIES 163,078] 56,229) 219,311 o
) 81 FAWAY HARISON,GECAGE 96,506} 128,713 218,309 [
169002024 11620[WASHINGTON BLVD' [MISSION LINEN SUPPLY OF TURLOCK 89,175 9 59,175 °
183002025 8108[SECURA WAY FIELOS,MARK S AND ADALYN RTRS 113,658} 2244071 338,085| °
8165002026 8110|SEGURA WAY. ESCALERALUIS'L AND 148,854 143,341 292,185 °

g ar JRA WAY FAEGOSOHUMSERTO SA TR 172975] 145,384 318,350) 0

8165002028 8100|SECURA WAY FIELDS, MARK 8 ANDADALYN A TRS 91,788] 145718 237,516 0
1 AD- L8 G CORP 109,880 232,452] 342,332 [

1 RO |COPEAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED 72,589 202,852 0

8189002031 11950|AIVERA RD. COPELANDIJEFF INTERESTS LIMITED 78,189 216,290 °
RO MURE GORP AND 118,333 388,625 o

8160002089 8203|SECURA WAY GALLAGHER,GEONEY TR 253,857, 442,169 0
8168002034 8209|SECURA WAY [HAMBLIN XENNETH AND DOROTHY TRS 121,638) 260,417/ 0
8180007035 B122{SECURA WAY VOLLBREGHT,JOHANNES MCQO TR 235,000 360,000 [
8169002036 B8126{SECURA WAY | YOUNG,ROBERT AND VIRGINIA TRS 24,141 97.210) 0
1 RD ING 71,125 250,972 0

8168003006 11968|AVERA RD [BENAMAN INC .25 230,680 o
8163009007 of R {BEnAman NG 71,125 71,269 0
1 AVERA AD e 258,227] 442,585 0

8163003009 11841|RIVERA AD DIAZ MAXIMO R AND MARIA L 111,503 309,980 0
11955|FIVERA D HU\AICHARD AND HELEN TRS ET AL 7097 210,140 [

1 RD FERRIS,LUCILLE F TR 24,058] 100,191 0

8169009017 8230|9ORENSEN AVE SANTA FE SPRINGS lILLC 326,945| ag4 0
8169003018 B224|SORENSEN AVE. RY COLLG 414,570 1,022,895| 0
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santa Fe Springs- Amendment No:

2 Washington Boulevard Redevelc

2008-09 Assessed Valués: Secuved
NSEN AVE ZOCCH]IORN ALAND MARY TRS
AVE CAMMACKWILLIAMTTR:
AVE. HERRERA;RALIL AND DEBRA TRS
8169003031 6210| SORENSEN AVE MANSOLINO,AALPH TR
9003032} 82(2|SORENSEN AVE: MANSOLING RALFH TR
8210} SORENSEN AVE MANSOLINO RALPH TR
9208/ SORENSEN AVE CAMMACKWILLIAM [ TH
VERA RD. | THONCALE,CARL AND.VERA M TRE
8165003041 £308|SORENSEN AVE BANTA FE SPRINGSI LLC
1 RITENDURLJAY H AND MARY DAND
81690053043 11803| WASHINGTON BLVD | YOUDEEMIOHN
B169903044 5028/ SORENSEN AVE GM8 INVESTMENT PROPERTIES LLG
8169003045 8110|SORENSEN AVE [ROSALINDE AND. ARTHUR GILBERT
8160004001 0| DELTA CONTRAGTORS EQUIFMENT
1 INGTONBLVD  [STONEANNT TR
11 NGTON BLVD- [LALLY.LAWRENCE TR
8168004004 11734|WASHINGTON BLVD: |PORTER,ROBERT J AND
" BLVD [JBKSINVESTMENTSLLC
] BLVD- |GAND'M Ol CO:INC
2025]SC Ve ELMWOQD \sts‘msms
1" BLYD JBK s 51
1 BLVD. |J8I It 3
AVE LA BANGAUOSERH AND MARY TRE
8227 AVE ROBERTS JUD TR ETAL
1 ST WAKEMAN lil PROPERTIES
1 aca
X 1 MAN ST VIDOR JOSEPH AND EVA TR
D 1 ST WEISS . CATHERINE TR
6169004043 8311/SORENSEN AVE: HANNAH ROBERT 5 AND.MARY L TRS
1 W FISHELBERGLEONARD TR
8185004045 11823{SLAUSON AVE ASSOGIATEL PROPERTIES
8165004048 11955|SLAUSON AVE (GOLDEN STATE BANK .
8165004049 8201 {SORENSEN AVE [DELTA:CONTRACTORS EQUIPMENT:
8189004050 8201{SORENSEN AVE [DELTA CONTRACTORS EQUIRMENT
8169004051 11921|5LAUSON AVE LAYTON REAL ESTATE LIC:
11642| WASHINGTON BLVE JTHRTRAET AL
BI40{ALLPORT AVE LEWIS.LARID ANDAYNNLTRS
8035|FREESTONEAVE  |WILLIAMSVICTOR M
7 1 BLVO ‘{SHELBY,AUTHR TRET AL
o . . OGNALD AND PATRICIA TRS
1 N BLVD RAHMALONZO AND KATHLEEN TR
NE AVE BANCALJOSEPHCC-TR.
8169005025/ 8122J AL PORTAVE BARBAELVIA
at6g005028 | 8030|FREESTONEAVE |LA BLANGAJOSEPHAND MARY.TRS
21690 e0zg|F AVE  |CALABRESE,GIUSEPPE AND
8169005030 8130]ALLPORT AVE WALTERSHENRY:A AND MARIE ATRS
6122{ALLPORTAVE ~ [WALTERS,HENRY A AND MARIE ATRS
8169005032 6112 FREESTONE AVE WILLIAMS VICTOR M
816005023 8124{ALLPORT AVE NCEDAVID AND G .
8160065034 $124]ALLPORT.AVE [HOLMES, HOWARD AND PHYLLIS TRS'
8169005035 8035 ALLPORT AVE [NCADAMS,DONALD AND PATRICIA TRE
#169005028 8118|ALLPORT AVE 5,CLARENCE G CO TR
8185007001 8333 ALLPCAT A) SCHWEZER, DENNIS AND JUDY TRS
11751| SLAUSONAVE [BERGMAN,CAREY D ANDRITA G
1} 11789[SLAUSON AVE. HAMBLIN,KENNETH COTR
12 11765|SLAUSON AVE SLAUSON AVENUE PARTNERSHIP
11775|SLAUSONAVE MANSOLING,RALPH TR:
11770[SLAUSONAVE: HAMELIN;KENNETH AND DOROTHY TRS
8168007016 8508} ALLPORIT AVE BERGMAN,CAREY D AND RITAC.
8163007018 8408| ALLFORT AVE ELIONGIORNO,SANTO AND MARY. G
8169007018 8402 ALLRORT AVE [BUONGIORNO,SANTO AND MARY TRS
0169007020 2200{ALLEORT AVE PYKATIMOTHY. R
0169007021 8222} ALLPCRY AVE (GALARDOMICHAEL 1 AND MARIA TRS
8169007022 8228} ALLPORT AVE: DUNCAN,GRACE Y TR
8163007023 | 8232l ALLPORT AVE' S F SPAMTNERS LP
8165007024 11607| SLAUSON AVE REESE.JAMES ) AND SUSANLTRS:
8169007025 11807|SLAUSONAVE ARJONA,PEDFO £ AND LIZBETH
B16HN0T0268 11807|SLAUSON AVE | THURMAN MACHINE GO
8163007027, 11807| SLAUSON AVE RAMOS,MIGUEL R.
8163007028 11805 SLAUSON AVE COPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED
8168007029 11803|SLAUSON AVE: GOPELAND,JEFF INTERESTS LIMITED.
8169007030 11801 SLAUSON AVE |THIELMANN GORP
8168007031 11809{SLAUSON AVE [HAMBLIN KENNETH COTR
8169007002 11609|SLAUSON AVE [OJEDA,IGOR E AND
&169007033 11811 {SLAUSON AVE CHUBBUGK,DONALD ARD PATSYTRS
8163007094 11813 SLAUSON AVE GHAWFDRD.JAMES AAND JANIE K TRS.
8168007035/ 11B15{SLAL C TSYTRS
8165007038 11821|SLAUSON AVE THELMANN CORP
816800707, 8312]ALLPORT AVE MOGAN; THOMAS P.ETAL
816007038 B330[ALLPOAT AVE: L GHRLM LLC:
8169008002 £33 ALLFORT AVE. PEREZ,ANDREW:M AND VICTORIA
8162008003, B403|ALLFORT AVE EGGE,ACSERT G AND.
8189008014 11705[SLAUSON AVE CHAN,PETER 3 AND AMY M THS
8168008015 8415{ALLPORT AVE- TEPA LIMITED PARTNERSHE
B188006017| 315} AUPORTAVE WEILHUI CHU
8163006018 £315|ALLPORT AVE £ ISA CORPORATION
163008020 | 11701 {SLAUSON AVE |SLAUSON STORAGE VENTURE LLG
8169011021 6097[ALLPORT AVE: VENTIJOHN AND PATRICIA
6169011022 8101 [ALLPORT AVE IOSE D
168011025 8107|ALLPORT AVE' ALBERT AND MARY E TRS
*/8163011024] 8135|ALLPORT AVE CORMACK,ROEERT.G COTR ETAL
2160011028 #205)ALLPORT-AVE EGGE.ROBERT G CO.TR:
8169011027 |, 8207|ALLPORT AVE [EGGE,ROBERT G GOTR
8169011028 8229] ALLPORT AVE MASSEY,DAVID A AND SUSAN E TRS
8169011059 8231 |ALLFORT AVE: VARELA,ROBERT AND JEANNETTE TRS
8168011030 8235]ALLPORT.AVE VARELA.ROBERT-GOTR
8165017031 830a[ALLPORT AVE VARELA RAUL ANDJESSIE
8160011036 0 _ [VALVERDEJOBEPHA TRETAL
5169011087 11620/ WASHINGTON BLVD
8163021029 11700{SLAUSON AVE SMITHMICHAEL G ET AL TRS:
8169027046 8623|DICE RD [MID WEST FABRICATING GO ING
RD- [AC INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES LLC
: AD D ANGELO,FLOYD L TR ET AL
8183027054 (BURKE ST. WEST CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS
2169027052 [SLAUSON AVE WEST GONGREGATION GF JEHOVAHS
8169027058 SLAUSDN AVE WEST GONGREGATION OF JEHOVAHS
IOTAL:

ypment Project Area
improvement Vaie
78.562! 186,260
31,7101 94,427
185,572 140,584
85058 85,539
80,735] 77877
85,012 53,5184
12,675 a7.891
98,204 163,833
951,485 1,309,024
143,478 a22,624
355,097 6

1,495,601 1,591.612)
2,354,289 2,310,902
107,672 0|
188,500] 470,345]
202,171 109,684
1,581,000] 255,000
,785| 479,7401
198,545] 121,696
243,243 81,401
122,180| 4,626
109,787 370,097
117,854} 365,204
271,808 658,202
133,850 272,452/
395,822 697,348
281,420 600,221/
170, s10021
151,919 477,972
827,870 2,083,697
842,833 8,977,997
1,750,000 267,000
2,240,608 1,247,400
274,026} 0
848,169 1,385,676}
660,444 382,051
922,385 287465
84,354] 78,058}
385 489,450
13,174 7368
61,675 101;148]
80,409 ,765]
205,941 5,688
£9,0%)
28,538 14,725
97,123| 20913
129,548
326,158 240,653
282,891 268,381
68,481 164,978
111,223 211,600]
1,680,962 690
544,198 062
355,917 181,887
209,499) 165,306
2823261 459,196
187,590 184,812]
385,922) 152,080
173814 11,0852
31,533 1i862]
50,464 165,669
313,821 483,123
101,328 270,628
105,626 405,419
364,652 07,821
273,124 497,238
184,303 248,734
118,781 297,154
135824/ 255,754
61,762 116,825
61,762 117279
705,000 154,000
463,616 528,804/
278,988 258,088
430 81,360
38,430 89,777
B76,761 416,728
53,000} 137,000
203,665 9
152,870} 369,537}
123,782 225 82|
173511 206,948
1,443,300| 58|
388,12Y 418,414

592481
839 1,451,754
1,476,000} 8,875,000]
103.512] 58,098
57357 183,834
11,552 43,471
95,227 01,449
442 144,897
65,812 141,881
587,508 128,405
148,632 214,191
128,711/ 183,816
876,264 54,140}

2,625,000
876,058 395,803
255891 851,357|
960,217/ 841,329
526,976] 558,847
1,602,420 787,040,
588,562 330,148
70,357 0|
24,639 q
84,156,220 £3.919.751)

E:

B

caoaoooaooonoaaoaonnncaoooaaeaonnonoao-nonnanaoaooaaeoceaoooonDaaanaoooooa-ooooooaogoooooeaaaoooooo.aao

§

ooooag

E

743,521|
578,882/

184,856

39,05
216,127
806,894

371,858]
511,045]
572513
770,280
431,097|
418915
292,578
178,587
170,040
860,000
1012219
517,054
118,799

E

1Y 52000000000 Q00b00ECRECD0000CRA000R00C0000RR000000Rd009RPOERRO0C000000000R0RRCA0A0PAR0PA0AC0000CAA0R00AROOS
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area
2004-05 Assessed Values - Unsecured )

Land Value Improvement Valua Persondl Property Value ASSESSED VALUE Exempt_Values
8168014011 0 0 49,710 49,710 Q
8168014012 o] 0 10,000 10,000 o
81680714013 0 0 10,650 10,650 ¢
8168014014 ] 4] 476,031 476,031 <]
8168014015 0 0 43,717 43717 0
8168014016 0 0 99,304 99,304 o4
8168014017 0 0 37,697 37,697 0
8168014018 0 0 6,000 6,000 0
8168014021 Q o 448,500 448,500 [¢)
8168014022 0 o 98,116 98,116 3
8166014023 0 0 40,618 40,615 4]
8168014024 o3 0 368,322 368,322 o
8168015002 [+] (1] 47,176 47,176 0
8168015007 0 0 252,717 252,717 0.
8168015013 0 0 40,248 40,248 0
8168015016 1] 0 67,278 57,278 0
8168015017 ] 0 24,659 24,659 [¢]
8168015023 1] o . 83,526 83,526 0
8168015046 0 [ 20,698 20,698 0
8188015047 [¢] 0 182,437 182,437 ¢]
8168015049 0 0 10,819 10,819 ¢}
8168015051 0 [¢] 82,200 . 82,200 0
8168015062 0 0 54,172 54,172 0
8168023001 g ] 59,216 59,216 0
8168023002 1] 0 57,183 57,153 0
8168023003 0 0 40,288 40,288 0
8168023025 0 43 72,087 72087 1]
8168023030 0 4] 65,569 65,569 4]
8168023031 .o o] 978,960 979,960 0
8168023032 0 0 20,286 20,286 0
8168023035 1] 2} 116,288 116,288 [
8168023037 0 0 37,744 37,744 0
8168023039 0 0 594,787 594,787 0
8168023041 0 0 15,799 15,799 0
8168023042 0 o] 17,220 17,220 0
8168023043 0 0 11,021 11,024 [+
8168024003 0 o 43,108 43,108 0
8168024006 1] 0 215,600 ‘215,800 0
8168024007 0 0 63,580 63,580 +]
8168024008 [+ Q0 311,153 311,153 ¢}
$168024009 0 0. 255,885 255,885 o]
8168024010 Q 0 20,857 20,857 0
8168024011 0 0 32,000 32,000 (¢]
8168024012 0 0 1,476,409 1,476,409 ¢}
8168024013 Q [+ 20,000 20,000 20,000
8168026005 0 [¢3 43241 43,241 ¢]
8168026007 [+] [+] 56,143 56,143 [¢]
8168026010 0 o] 3,881 3,881 13
‘8168026012 Q - o) 18,182 18,182 o
6168026014 ¢} [ 55,098 55,098 e
8168026015 Q Q 146,765 146,765 0
8168026016 0 0 10,000 10,000 a
8168026017 4] 4] 407,469 407,469 [
8168026026 0 0 16,000: 16,000 [¢}
8168026028 0 [s} 19,000 19,000 Q0
8168026038 0 0 67,500 67,500 Q
8168026040 0 0 118,593 118,593 ¢}
8168026041 ] 0 121,561 121,561 ]
8168026042 0 0 13,000 13,000 0
8168026043 Q 0 51,563 51,583 0
8168026045 0 o] 55,000 §5,000 [¢]
8169001016 1] ] 12,408 12,408 0
8163002005 0 0 850,016 850,016 0
8169002008 Q o 49,860 49,860 (]
8168002009 0 0 18,684 18,694 0
8169002031 Q 0 4,239 4,239 o
8169002014 6] 1] 160,239 160,239 0
8169002016 0 0 3,000 3,000 0
8169002023 o 0 6,834 6,834 0
8169002028 [¢] 0 23,221 23,221 [+]
8168002029 1] 0 73,100 73,100 ¢]
8169002031 0 0 40,940 40,940 0
8169002032 ) 0 45,696 45,696 0
8169002033 0 Q 4,500 4,500 0
8169002035 0 0 14,851 T 14,851 [
8169002036 0 0 6,432 6,432 o
8169003002 [1} 0 35,251 35,251 0
8169003012 0 0 10,482 10,482 0
8169003013 o] 0 24,316 24,316 o
8169003017 0 ] 65,111 66,111 0
8169003018 0 \] 106,383 106,383 0
8165003019 0 0 99,358 99,358 0

County of Los Angeles Page 43 of 52




Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washingtonr Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area
2004-05 Assessed Values - Unsecured
Improvement Value

AN
8169003026
8169003027
8160003031
8169003032
8169003034
8169003035
8160003041
8169004002

8169004003

8183004004
8168004006
8169004011

8169004012
8160004017
8169004028
8166004030
8168004032
8168004042
8168004043
8168004044
8168004045
8168004048
8169004051

8166005601

8169005012
8160005017
8169005019
2169005020

8169005028
8169005029
8169005030
8166005031

8169005033
8169005034
6169005096
2168007001

8169007004
8169007012
8168007014
8169007015
8168007018
169007020
8168007021

8169007022
8168007023
8189007024
8169007025
8169007027
8169007028
8169007029
8169007030
8168007032
8169007033
8169007034
§169007035
8168007036
8169007037
8169007038
8168008002
8168008014
8169008017
8168008018
8189011021

8169011022
8169011023
8169011024
8169011028
8169011029
8169011030
8169011031

8168011037
8169021029
8160027047
8169027048

TJOTAL:

o
(=]

Peraonal Property Value

21,886
7,502
6,000

79,768

12,522

80,148

39,165
2,500

40,485

63,753

59,002

11,629

65,619
2,361

286,367

‘594,583

152,420
158,670
11,688

1,520,637

403,869
4}

241,936
21,318
39,050
68,438
15,000
95,425
57,239

6,500
7,000

227,300

334,424
21,000
40,947

117,189
71,000
23,384
53,550
52,513

330,000

6,200
39,667

170,654
83,242
15,750

150,670
41,800
68,628
10,857

7,714

125,286

12,612
4213
5,500
8,000

32,817

118,934
10,980

924,174
50,711
64,218
16,000
35,000

2,957
25,000
74,760
82,856

3,000
24,699

199,201
20,000

123,966
20,225

17.427,062

ASSESSED VALUE

21,886
7,502
6,000

79,768

12,622

60,148

39,165
2,500

40,465

63,768

69,002,

11,629
65,619
2,361
286,387

594,583

162,420
158,670
11,689

1,620,637

403,869
[+

341,936
21,316
39,050
68,438
15,000
95,425
57,239

6,500
7,000

227,300

334,424
21,000
40,947

117,189
71,000
23,84
53,550
52,513

330,000:

5,200
39,867

170,651
83,242
16,750

150,970
41,800
68,628
10,857

7,714

125,266

12512
4213
5,500
8,000

22,817

118,934
10,980

324,174
50,711
64,218
10,000
35,000

2,257
25,000
74,760
82,856

3,000
24,609

199,201
20,000

123,966
20,225

17,427,062

=3
o

:
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area

2005-06 Assessed Values - Unsecured
Improvament Value

AN
8168014011
8168014012
8168014013
8168014014
8168014015
8168014016
8168014017
8168014019
8168014021
8168014022
8168014023
8168014024
8168015002
8168015007
8168015018
8186015018
8168018017
8188015023
81668015046
8168015047
8168015048
8168015051
‘8168015052
8168023001
8168023002
8168023008
8168023025
8168023030
8168023031
8168023032
8168023035
8168023037
8168023039
8168023041
8166023042
8168023043
8168024003
8168024006
8168024007
8168024008
8168024009
8188024011
8168024012
8166026005
‘3168026007
8168026012
8166026015
8168026016
8168026017
8168026026
2168026028
8168026038
8168026040
8168028041
8168026042
8168026043
8168026045
8169001016
8169002005
8169002008
8169002009
8169002011
8169002014
8169002016
8168002023
8169002026
8169002028
8168002029
8169002031
6169002032
8169002033
8169002035
8169002036
8169003009
8169003012
8169003013
8169003017
8169003018
8169003019
8169003026

Land Valus

Personal Property Value

31,848
21,400
10,650
467,086
44,011
40,004
88,188
71,301
430,588
94,063
41,278
a78,944
44,553
253,497
35,600
78,445
24,669

162,082

20,698
55,540
9,991
82,200
54,172
36,308
57,306
59,007
80,719
86,959
287,471
19,033
421,086
34,756
509,467
698,657
17,787
9,788
57,852
69,361
63,116
311,426
266,592
32,497
1,527,461
62,156
43,208
19,182
59,948
10,000
370,237
16,000
19,000
67,500
113,170
125,591
13,700
34,994
49,382
22,848
568,894
93,345
17,900
4,079
174,933
130,382
3,715
8,000
17,638
119,364
40,940
85,473
4,500
14,600
48,351
47,500
10,482
26,259
64,925
99,115
99,709
108,800

ASSESSED VALUE

31,848
21,400
10,650
467,096
44,013
40,004
88,188
71,301
430,588
94,083
41,278
378,944
44,553
253,497
35,600
78,445
24,659
162,002
20,698
55,540
9,991
82,200
54,172
36,308
57,396
‘59,097
80,719
86,959
287,471
19,038
421,086
24,756
509,467
698,657
17,787
9,783
57,852
69,361
63,116
311,426
266,592
32,497
1,627,461
62,156
43,206
19,182
50,948
40,000
370,237
16,000
19,000
67,500
113,170
125,591
18,700
34,904
49,382
22,848
566,894
93,345
17,900
4,078
174,933
130,382
3715
8,000
17,638
119,364
40,940
85,473
4,500
14,500
48,351
37,500
10,482
26,259
64,925
99,115
99,709
108,809

Exempt Values
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area
2005-06 Assessed Values - Unsecured

AIN Land Valug linprovement Valué Personal Préperty Value ASSESSED VALUE Exempt Values
8163003027 0 0 7,502 7,502 0
8169003031 0 0 6,000 6,000 0
8165003032 [+} 0 86,757 86,757 0
8169003035 0 0 61,861 51,861 0
8169003041 0 1] 39,323 39,323 o
8169003044 o 0 27,995 27,995 0
8169003045 0 0 6,964 6,964 0
8169004602 0 0 2,500 2,500 0
8169004003 0 0 32,030 42,030 0
8169004004 4} a 66,098 66:096 0
8160004006 o 0 62,134 62,134 0
8169004011 0 0 50,728 50,728 [
8169004012 0 0 31,816 31,816 0
8169004017 0 0 2,357 2,357 0
8169004028 0 0 359,683 350,683 0
8169004030 0 0 480,856 480,856 [
8168004032 0 [} 139,877 139,877 0
8169004042, [+} 1} 170,292 170,292 0
8163004043 0 0 11,065 11,085 0
8169004044 0 0 1,504,482 1,504,482 0
8169004045 0 0 471,959 471,959 0
8169004046 0 [+} ] 0 0
8168004051 [} . 0 378,452 878,452 0
8169005001 0 0 18,158 18,158 0
8169005012 0 0 39,050 39,050 0
8169005017 0 [4 66,048 66,048 0
8169005019 0 0 15,000 15;000: 0
8169005020 0 0 95,400 85,400 0
8169005028 0 0 53,966 53,966 0
8169005029 0 0 6,500 8,500 [}
8169006030 0 [} 7,000 7,000 0
8169005031 0 [+} 216,394 216,394 0
8168005033 0 o 923,089 323,088 0
8168005034 0 0 21,000 21,000 0
8168005036 0 [+ 38,207 88,207 0
8169007001 0 0 205,755 205,755 0
8169007004 0 0 71,000 71,000 0
8169007012 [s} 0 42,447 42,447 0
8169007014 0 0 46,750 46,750 0
8169007015 [} 0 37,808 37,908 0
8169007020 0 0 6,200 6200 0
8169007021 [+ ¢} 34,681 84,681 0
8169007022 0 [¢} 283,958 282,958 0
81698007023 0 0 88,845 88,845 0
8168007024 i} 0 15,750 15,750 0
8169007025 0 0 147,631 147,631 0
8169007027 0 ] 52,562 52,562 0
8168007028 0 ¢} 65,828 66,828 0
8169007029 0 0 10,857 10,857 0
8169007030 0 Q 7,524 7,524 a
8169007032 0 0 110,448 110,446 0
8169007033 0 a 17,678 17,678 0
8169007034 0 o 4,213 4,213 0
8162007085 0 0 5,500 5,500 4]
&169007036 0 0 8,000 8,000 0
8168007037 0 0 118,104 118,104 ]
8169007038 0 0 103,955 103,955 0
8168008002 0 [+} 10,980 10,980 0
8169008014 0 ] 349,159 349,169 0
8169008017 Q 0 47,838 47,838 0
8169008018 0 o 96,735 96,735 0
8169011021 0 0 10,000 10,000 0
8169011022 0 0 35,000 35,000 Q
8168011023 0 0 2,257 2,257 ]
81659011024 0 0 25,000 25,000 0
8169011028 0 [+} 81,400 81,400 0
8169011029 0 [+} 74,733 74,733 0
8169011030 [+} 0 5,420 5,420 0
8169011031 0 0 24,699 24,699 0
8169011037 0 0 186,839 186,839 )
8169021029 0 [} 5,000 §,000 0
8169027047 0 0 82,147 82,147 0
8169027048 0 0 93,265 93,265 0
TOTAL: [+] [v] 17,478,952 17,478,952 1]
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area
2006-07 Assessed Values - Unsecured

AN Land Value  )mprovemént Value Personal Property Valie ASSESSED VALUE Exéempt Values
8168014011 0 0 56,972 56,972 o
8168014012 0 [} 26,900 26,900 0
8168014013 0 [i] 10,650 10,650 0
8168014014 0 0 1,118,187 1,118,137 0
8168014015 0 0 35,811 35,811 o
8168014016 0 0 141,704 141,704 0
8168014017 0 0 78,650 78,650 0
8168014018 0 0 22,000 22,000 0
18168014019 0 0 82,500. 82,500 0
8168094021 [ 0 513,344 513,344 0
8168014022 [} 0 103,327 103,327 0
8168014023 o [ 41,814 41,814 0
‘8168014024 0 0 394,275 384,275 0
8168015002 0 0 48,500 48,500 0
8168015007 0 0 278,311 278,311 0
8168015011 [+ 0 20,000 20,000 ]
8168015013 i [+} 31,574 21,574 o
8168015016 0 i} 77,057 77,057 0
8168016017 0 o 24,6509 24,650 ¢}
8168015029 ] [+} 169471 169:471 0
8168015046 [i] 0 20,698 20,698 0
8188015047 13 0 61,600 61,600 0
81680915049 0 0 8,620 8,620 0
8168015051 a 0 132,000 132,000 0
8168015052 0 0 54,172 54172 0
8168023002 0 0 63,262 63,262 4}
8168023025 0 0 37,708 37,706 0
8168023030 ] 0 62,374 62,374 0
8168023031 0 0 221,680 221,680 0
8168023032 ] 0 85,954 85,954 0
81668023035 o 0 429,983 429,963 0
8168023037 0 0 30,131 30,1 0
8168023039 o 0 380,968 380,968 0
8168023041 0 0 297,592 297,592 0
8168023042 o 0 19,555 19,685 0
8168023043 0 0 7,714 714 0
8168023046 0 i 16,193 16,193 [
8168024008 0. 0 64,217 61,217 [:}
8168024006 0 0 69,300 69,300 0
8168024007 o 0 59,634 59,594 o
8168024008 [i} 0 .208,716 298,716 0
8168024009 0 0 229,445 223,445 0
8168024010 0 0 25,000 25,000 )]
8168024011 9 0 234,093 34,023 0
8168024012 0 0 1,479,788 1,479,788 0
8168024013 0 0 20,000 20,000 20,000
8168026005 0 0 62,841 62,841 1)
8168026007 0 0 44,050 44,950 0
8168026008 0 0 3,000 3,000 0
8168026012 )] 0 22,000 22,000 0
8168026015 a 0 46,488 46,488 0
81668026016 0 [} 10,000 10,000 0
8168026017 0 0 408,100 408,140 0
8168026026 0 0 16,000 16,000 0
8168026028 0 0 19,000 19,000 0
8168026038 0 a 45,000 45,000: 0
8168026040 [} [i} 120,947 120,947 0
8168026041 0 4 131,048 131,048 0
8168026042 0 0 6,000 6,000 o
8168026043 0 0 38,404 38,484 4]
8168026045 0 0 47,490 47,490 0
8169001018 0 0 115431 | 115,431 0
8169002005 0 0 £64,837 564,837 0
8169002008 0 [} 80,422 80,422 [}
8169002009 0 0 36,062 38,052 0
8169002011 0 ] 6,445 6,445 0
8169002014 0 0 440,485 440,465 0
8169002015 0 0 16,436 16,436 4]
8169002016 0 0 10,600 10,000 0
8169002023 0 0 3,715 3,715 0
8169002026 ¢} 0 36,600 36,600 0
8169002028 ] 0 16,000 16,000 o
8169002029 0 0 84,694 84,604 0
8169002031 [V 0 42,040 42,940 0
8169002032 0 0 116,259 116,259 0
6169002033 0 0 4,500 4,500 0
8169002035 0 0 17,000 17,000 0
8169002036 0 0 4,976 4,976 0
8169003009 0 0 10,000 10,000 0
8169003012 0 0 10,482 10,482 0
8169003013 0 [} 28,327 28,327 0
8169003017 0 0 2,700 2,700 0
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‘Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulévard Redevelopment Project Area
2006-07 Assessed Values - Unisecured
AN Land_Value  [Improvement Value Personal Property Valug ASSESSED VALUE: Exempt Values

8169003018 [+ 0 189,053 189,053 0
8169003019 0 0 98,033 38,033 0
8169003026 0 0 108,817 106,817 0
8169008027 Q 0 35,502 35,502 0
8169003032 0 0 59,046 59,046 0
8169003035 0 0 78,066 73,066 a
8169003042 0 0 3,430 3,490 0
8169003043 0 [} 184,423 184,423 0
B169003044: 0 0 48,242 48,242 0
8169002045 0 0 1,213,116 1,213,116 0
8169004002 0 0 2,500 2,500 0
8168004003 1} [1} 31,800 31,800 0
8168004004 0 0 79,711 79,711 0
8169004006 0 0 61,707 61,707 ]
8169004011 ] 0 9,060 9,060, i
8169004012 0 [} 28,269 28,269 0
8168004028 0 s} 220,274 229,274 0
8168004030 0 0 373,612 373,812 [}
8168004032 0 0 131,716 181,716 0
8169004042 0 0 110,174 110,174 0
8169004043 0 0 10,442 10,442 0
8169004044 [} 0 1,408,895 1,408,895 0
8169004045 0 0 468,938 468,936 0
8169004046, [ a 0 0 0
8169004051 0 0 343,780 343,780 0
8169005012 0 0 39,050, 30,050 0
8169005017 0 0 63,319 63,319 0
8168005018 ] 0 15,000 15,000 0
8169005020 ] 0 114,926 114,926 0
8169005028 0 0 17,092 17,092 0
9169005029 [} 0 6,500 6,500 0
8169005030 0 0 7,000 7,000 0
8169005034 [} 0 169,270 169,270 0
8169006033 0 o} 307,264 307,264 0
8169005034 0 0 21,000 21,000 0
8168005036 0 0 48,987 49,937 0
8169007001 0 0 198,546 198,546 0
8169007004- o 0 70211 70,21% o
8169007012 0 0 40,437 40,437 0
‘8169007014 0 o 38,785 39,785 0
8169007015 0 0 32,014 32,014 [}
8169007020 0 [i} 6,200 6,200 0
-8169007021 0 ¢} 33,341 33,841 0
6169007022 0 0 295,636 295,636 0
8169007023 0 0 33,582 33,582 0
8189007024 0 0 15,750 18,750 0
8168007025 0 [ 136,038 138,038 0
8169007027 6 0 51,463 51,463 ¢
8169007028 0 0 63,028 63,028 o
8169007029 0 ] 10,857 10,857 0
8169007030 o 0 24,584 24,064 0
8169007032 0 [+3 159,591 159,591 o
8169007033 @ 0 18,000 18,000 0
8168007034 0 0 4213 4,213 0
§169007035 0 0 5,000 5,000 0
8169007036 ] [ 8,000 8,000 0
8169007037 [} 0 243,750 243,750 0
8169007038 [ ] 76,455 76,455 ]
8169008002 0 0 10,980 10,980 0
8169008014 0 ] 301,856 301,856 0
8169008017 0 0 44,358 44,358 [
8169008018 0 0 143,793 143,793 0
8169008020 0 0 20,988 20,986 0
8169011021 0 0 10,000 10,000 0
81690311022 0 0 35,000 35,000 4
8169011023 0 0 2,957 3,257 0
8169011024 0 0 25,000 25,000 0
8168011029 0 0 68,888 68,888 o
8169011030 0 [} 3,000 3,000 0
8169011031 0 [4} 28,249 28,249 i
8169011037 [} o 209,000 209,000 0
8169021029 0 0 45912 45,912 0
8169027046 0 0 25,604 25,604 0
8169027047 0 0 97,471 97,471 0
8169027048 0 0 24,653 24,653 0
TOTAL: 0] 0 18,867,850 18,867.850 20,000

County of Los Angeles Page 48 of 52




Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2 June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area
2007-08 Assessed Values - Unsecured .
Land Value Improvement Value Personal_Property Value ASSESSED VALUE Exempt Values

8168014011 [+] [¢} 2,937 2,937 0
81688014012 0 o 21,400 21,400 0
8168014013 0 0 34,462 31,462 0
8168014014 0 o 1,389,053 1,389,053 0
8168014015 0 i} 35,512 35,512 0
8168014016 0 0 100,531 100,531 0
8168014017 0 0 75,050 75,050 0
8168014018 [+} 0 25,000 25,000 0
8168014019 2} 0 308,694 308,694 0
8168014020 0 0 39,042 89,042 1]
8168014021 0 0 569,716 569,718 ]
8168014022 0 i 76,080 76,080 0
8168014023 [+} 0 84,945 84,945 0
8168014024 0 o 329,687 329,687 3}
8168015002 0 0 8,000 8,000 0
8168015007 0 0 303,611 303,611 0
8168015011 0 0 5,963 5,963 0
8168015013 0 0 31,495 31,495 0
8168015016 0 0 74,302 74,302 0
8168015017 [} 0 24,658 24,658 ¢}
8168015023 [+ 0 179,928 179,028 0
8168015045 0 0 20,688 20,698 Q
8168015047 0 0 67,760 67,760 0
8168015048 Q 0 8,620 8,620 [}
8168015051 o 0 16,500 16,500 0
B168015052 0 0 54,172 54,172 0
8168023002 o 0 66,430 66,430 0
8168023025 0 0 230,064 30,064 0
8168023028 0 0 304,520 304,520 0
8168023030 0 0 83,806 83,806 0
8168023031 0 0 204,548 204,548 0
8168023032 0 0 57.312 57,312 0
8188023035 0 0 1,263,555 1,263,565 0
8168023037 0 Q 26,574 26,574 0
6168023038 0 0 362,770 362,770 0
8168023041 0 0 523,212 523,212 0
8168023042 0 0 3,988 3,988 0
8168023048 0 0 725,352 - 725,352 0
8168024003 [+3 0 41,271 41,271 0
8168024006 0 0 110,000 110,000 )]
8168024007 0 0 62,916 62,918 0
8168024008 i} 0 268,397 268,397 0
8168024009 0 o 229,660 229,660 1}
8168024010 0 [+} 26,000 25,000 0
8168024011 0 0 32,192 32,192 0
8168024012 0 [s} 1,414,982 1,414,982 0
8168024013 0 0 28,732 28,732 20,000
8168026006 0 1} 65,374 65,374: 0
8168026007 0 [+} 46,600 46,600 0
8168026012 0 [+} 24,200 24,200° 0
8168026015 0 0 45,260 45,260, 0
8168026016 0 0 10,060 16,000 0
8168026028 0 0 19,000 18,000 0
8168026038 0 o 45,000 45,000 [«
8168026040 0 ¢} 120,997 120,997 0
8168026041 0 0 180,137 130,187 0
8168026042 0 0 6,000 6,000 0
8168026043 0 0 38,494 3B,494 0
8168026045 0 0 75,178 76,173 0
8169001016 [ 0 31,901 31,901 0
8165002005 0 0 780,532 780,532 0
8169002008 0 (¢} 78,491 78,481 0
8169002009 0 s} 31,91 31,911 0
8169002011 0 [} 2,000 2,000 0
8169002014 0 0 174,933 174,933 0
8169002015 0 0 16,400 16,400 [+}
8169002016 i ] 12,500 12,500 0
8168002023 0 0 3,715 3,715 0
8169002026 0 0 34,960 34,960 0
8169002026 0 s} 30,295 30,295 0
8169002028 0 0 16,000 16,000 0
8169002029 0 0 47,344 47,344 0
8169002031 0 0 42,940 42,940 0
8165002032 0 0 104,369 104,369 0
8169002033 0 0 4,500 4,500 0
8169002035 0 0 17,000 17,000 Q
8169003009 0 0 10,000 10,000 0
8169003012 0 0 10,482 10,482 0
8168003013 0 0 23,667 23,667 0
8169003018 [ 0 155,457 155,457 0

County of Los Angeles Page 49 of 52



Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopmént Project Area
2007-08 Assessed Values - Unsecured

AIN Lénd Value Improvément Value Petsonal Property Value ASSESSED VALUE  Exempt_Values
8169003019 i} [} 39,492 39,492 0
8168003026 1] 0 11,686 11,886 0
8163003027 0 0 35,502 86,502 0
8168003032 "] 0 39,146 39,146 ¢
8169003035 0 0 80,208 80,208 0
8169003041 0. 0 81,623 31,623 o
8169003043 5] ¢ 298,639 206,639 0
8169003044 0 0 43,827 43,827 0
8169003045 0 0 349,218 349,218 0
8169004002 0 0 2,500 2,500 o
8169004003 1} 0 61,848 61,848 0
8169004004 ('} 0 69,425 69,425 0
8169004008 o 0 59,765 69,765 0
8169004011 0 0 7,156 7,156 0
8169004028 0 [ 551,670 561,670 0
8169004030 0 0 533,653 533,653 0
8169004082 o 0 127,544 127,544 0
B169004042 0 0 144,816 144,816 0
8169004044 o 0 1,395,108 1,395,108 0
8168004045 0 0 667,396 667,396 0
8169004048 0 a 0 0 0
8169004051 0 [1} 438,020 338,020 0
8169005001 0 0 15,000 15,000 0
8169005012 0 0 38,050 39,060 0
8169005017 [ 0 59,309 69,309 0
8169005019 0 0 15,000 15,000 0
8188005020 0 0 169,926 169,926 0
8169005028 0 0 15,940 15,940 0
8169005029 0 0 6,500 6,500 0
8169005030 0 0- 7,000 7,000 0
8169005031 o 0 135,085 135,085 0
8169005033 0 0 297,448 297,448 0
8169005034 [+ 0 21,000 21,000 [
8169005036 3 0 15,367 15,367 0
8169007001 0. o 222,470 222,470 0
8169007004 0 0 64,610 64,610 0
8169007012 0 0 40,453 40,453 0
8169007014 0 2} 34,421 34,421 0
8169007015 0 0 48,300 36;300: 0
8169007020 0 [+ 6,200 6,200 0
8169007021 0 0 31,163 31,183 [\]
8169007022 0 i] 144,987 144,987 0
8169007023 0 ¢} 116,693 116,693 0
8169007024 0 0 15,750 15,750 0
8169007025 0 1} 140,695 140,695 [
8169007026 [+} 0 14,300 14,300 0
8169007027 0 ¢} 46,713 46,713 0
8168007028 0 0 137,474 137,474 Q
8169007029- 0 0 10,857 10,857 0
8169007030 0 (<] 10,000 10,000 ' 0
8169007032: 0 0 97,062 97,062 0
8169007033 [+ 0 18,000. 18,000 0
8169007034 0 0 4,218 4213 0
8169007035 0 i} 122,418 122,418 0
8169007036 0 [¢} 8,000 8,000 13
8169007037 0 0 33,022 33,022 0
8169007038 0 0 157,058 157,058 0
8169008002 0 0 10,980 10,980 0
8169008014 0 ['} 295,283 295,283 0
8169008017 0 0 41,128 41,128 [+}
8169008018 0 0 94,303 94,303 0
8169011021 0 o} 10,000 10,000 1]
8169011022 0 0 35,000 35,000 [«
8169011023 0 0 2,367 2,257 0
8169011024 0 0 . 25,000 25,000 3
8168011029 0 0 63,733, 63,733 0
8169011030 0 ¢} 14,982 14,082 0
8168011031 0 0 28,249 28,249 0
8169011037 [} [1} 164,776 164,776 0
8169021029 0 0 49,487 49,467 0
8169027046 0 [¢} 22,110 22,110 0
8169027047 0 0 99,618 99,618 0
8168027048 0 0 81,809 - 81,899 0
TOTAL: 1] o 20,242 431 20,242,431 20,000
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

Santa Fe Springs:- Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area

2008-09 Assessed Values - Unsecured
AIN Land Valiie Improvéement Vilue

8168014011
8168014012
8168014013
8168014014
8168014015
8168014018,
8168014017
8168014018
8168014019
8168014020
8168014021
8168014022
8168014023
‘8168094024
8168015002
8168015007
8168015011
8168015013,
8168015016
8168015017
8168015023
816680150236
8168016047
8168015049
8168015051
8168015052
8168023001
8168023002
8168023003
8168023025
8168023030
8168023031
8168023032
8168023035
6168023037
8168023039
8168023041
8168023042
8168023046
8168023049
8168024603
8168024006
8168024007
8168024008
8168024009
8168024010
8168024011
8168024012
8168024013
8168026005
8168026007
8168026012
8168026015
8168026016
8168026017
8168026026
8168026028
8168026038
8168026040
8168026041
8168026042
8168026043
8168026045
8169002005
8168002008
8163002008
8169002011
8169002014
8169002015
8168002016
8169002023
8169002025
8169002026
8168002028
8169002029
8169002031
8169002032
8169002033
8169002035
8169003006
8169003009
8169003012

Personal Property Valug

45525
5,000
28,558
1,3851628
100
116,000
33,000
25,000
339,394
38,623
570,518
69,564
41,019
372,690
8,800
203,611
6,237
33,799
77,740
7,659
176,239
20,698
67,760
8,540°
16,500
84,172
3,000
65,454
96,458
27,778
73,528
193,926
35,207
770,000
24,065
442,880
27,500
8,786
1,525,958
15,885
47,210
24,024
61,347
289,200
223,130
25,000
42,330
1,554,665
24,861
4,949
48,600
210,283
329,896
10,000
18,778
6,000
19,000
52,500
107,006
170,808
71486
28,494
76,812
849,869
79,200
20,168
BT
174,933
5,000
126,191
3715
27:600
29,976
16,000
50,547
17,940
100,201
4500
17,000
1,100
10,000
10,482

ASSESSED VALUE

45525
5,000
28,558
1,385,628
100
110,000
33,000
25,000
339,394
98,623
570518
69,564
41,019
372,690
8,800
203,614
6,237
93,799
77,740
7,659
176,239
20,698
67,760
8,540
16,500
54,172
3,000
65,454
36,458
27,778
73,528
193,926
35,207
770,000
24,065
442,680
27,500
8,786
1,525,956
15,635
47210
24,024
61,347
289,200
223,130
25,000
42,330
1,554,855
24861
84,949
45,600
210,283
320,836
10,000
13,778
5,000
19,000
52,500
107,006
170,898

71,486

38,494

76,812

849,869

79,200
20,168

5,171
174,933
5,000
126,191
3715
27,600
39,976
16,000
50,547
17,940
100,201
4500
17,000
1,100
10,000
10,482

Exempt Vajues

20,001
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Statement of Objections to the Proposed
Santa Fe Springs Washington Boulevard
Project Area Amendment No. 2

June 2009

‘Santa Fe Springs - Amendment No. 2 Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area

2008-09 Assessed Values - Unsecured
AIN Land Valie  Improvement Value
8169003013
8169003018
8169003019
8169003026
8169003027
8169003031
8169003032
8169003034
8169003035
8169003041
8169003043
8169003044
8169003045
8169004002
8169004003
8169004006
8169004017
81690040286
8168004030
8160004032
8169004042
8169004043
8168004044
8169004045
8169004046
8169004051
8169005001
8169005012
8169005017
8169005019
8169005020
8169005029
8169005030
8169005031
8169005032
8169005033
8169005034
‘8169005036
8169007001
8159007004
8160007012
8169007014
8169007015
8169007020
‘8169007021
8169007022
8169007023
8169007024
8169007025
8169007026
8169007027
8168007028
8169007029
8168007030
8169007032
8169007033
8169007034
8169007035
8169007037
8169007038
8169008002
8169008014
8169008017
8169008018
8169011021
8169011023
8169011024
8169011028
8168011029
8169011030
8169011031
8169011037
8169021029
8169027046
8169027047
8169027048

TOTAL:

(=]

|~

Pergonal_Property Value

5,000
165,466
39,992
11,886
35,502
80,000
39,115
20,112
91,580
466,327
281,267
2,544
689,019
2,500
40,987
59,602
3,400
580,366.
581,190
123,397
145,135
3;107
1,388,492
786,010

41

589,744
15,000
39,050
59,746

15,000

169,926
8,500

7,000

141,247
67,069
568,000
21,000
8,501
274,458
58,911
46,423
30,006
36,300
6,200
39,806
175,041
118,485
15,750
141,621
62,572
51,700
86,798
10,857
10,000
90,423
18,000
4213
122,436
23,000
265,138
10,980
292,208
88,204
93,727
16,000
35,000
25,000
22,000
204,990
16,200
28,249
166,653
52,188
21330
183207
18079

22,391,125

ASSESSED VALUE

5,000
165,466:
89,092
11,886
35,502
30,000
39,115
20,112
91,689
466,327
281,267
2,544
689,019
2,500
40,987
59,602

3,400

580,366
581,190
123,387
145,135.

3,107
1,388,492
736,010-
0
589,744
15,000
39,050
59,746
15,000
169,926
6,500
7,000
141,247
97,069
568,009
21,000
38,501
274,458
58,911
46,423
30,006
36,300
6,200
39,806
175,081
118,485
15,750
141,621
62,572
51,700
86,798
10,857
10,000,
90,423
18,000
4213
122,138
23,000
255,138
10,980
292,206
38,204
93,727
10,000
35,000.
25,000
22,000
204,990
16,200
28,249
166,653
62,188
21339
183297
10079

22,391,125
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DECLARATION OF BULMARO D. BORRERO

[, Bulmaro D. Borrero, declare as follows:

1. | am employed by the Los Angeles County Office of Assessor as an
Information Systems Supervisor | within the IT Financial and Property Data Sales section
of the Information Technology Division. | make this declaration ffom personal knowledge
of the facts set forth below, and from sources of official information, including the records
of the Office of Assessor, upon which | regularly rely. If called as a witness, | could and
would competently testify to the matters stated in this declaration.

2. The data compilation of assessed values for the Washington Boulevard

Amendment No. 2 Project attached as Attachment 6 was derived, on or about the period

May 27, 2009, through June 3, 2009, from the official assessment records regularly
maintained by the County of Los Angeles Assessor’s Office in accordance with law.
Parcel numbers for fiscal year 2008-09 data were used, and additional parcel numbers
were added or subtracted in prior roll years to adjust for subdivisions, consolidations, or

other changes to parcels.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on June «?i_, 2009, at Los Angeles, California.

Wwww

Bulmaro D Borrero

HOA.621905.1 -1-
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Seifel

GONSULTING INC.

Memorandum 221 Wain Street

Suite 420

San Francisco CA

Date:  June 22, 2009 94105
To: Robert T. Moran 415.618.0700
Principal Analyst, Office of the Chief Executive fax 415.618.0707

Los Angeles County www.seifel.com

From: Pedro Peterson, Consultant
Seifel Consulting Inc.

~ Subject: Review of Blight Documentation included in the Preliminary Report for Amendment
No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project Area

This memorandum includes a summary of Seifel Consulting’s analysis of the proposed
Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Project Area (WBPA).

The Chief Executive Office of the County of Los Angeles requested that Seifel analyze the
blight documentation and other information presented in the Report to Council and Preliminary
Report to determine whether the City of Santa Fe Springs and the Santa Fe Community
Development Commission (CDC) have complied with the California Redevelopment Law
(CRL) requirements governing blight documentation and redevelopment plan amendment
procedures.

Seifel Consulting conducted a windshield survey of Amendment Area No. 2 on June 15, 2009
and reviewed both the Preliminary Report and the Report to Council (hereafter, the “Reports™),
which were distributed by the CDC. Seifel also reviewed the May 4, 2009 Draft Redevelopment
Plan for Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Redevelopment Project (the “Plan Amendment”).
The analysis and conclusions presented in this memorandum are based on the windshield survey
and evaluation of the Reports and Draft Redevelopment Plan. Seifel Consulting reviewed the
CDC’s compliance with the procedural and documentation requirements for the Plan
Amendment process, as specified in the CRL as amended by SB 1206 (Chapter 595, Statutes of
2006).

The memorandum is organized as follows:

A. Executive Summary

B. Lack of Evidence of Blight

C. Summary of Seifel Field Survey

D. Use of Outdated Blight Definitions in CDC Consultant’s Survey

E. Insufficient Documentation of Blight

F. Large Non-Blighted Tracts Included without Sufficient Justification




Non-Compliant Redevelopment Plan Time Limits
Underestimated Tax Increment Revenue Projections

Necessity for Redevelopment Not Demonstrated

=m0

Lack of Compliance with Procedural Requirements

Appendix A: Seifel Consulting Inc. Qualifications

Please contact us if you have any questions or need further assistance.

Seifel Consulting Inc.




A.  Executive Summary

Seifel Consulting prepared this report summarizing our analysis of the CDC and City’s
compliance with the CRL regarding to Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard
Redevelopment Project (the “Plan Amendment”). We conducted a field survey of the proposed
area to be included in redevelopment and reviewed the Preliminary Report and Report to Council
(Reports) for the Plan Amendment, distributed by the CDC. Our analysis evaluated the Reports’
evidence in relationship to the requirements set forth in California Redevelopment Law (CRL) as
amended by SB 1206 (Chapter 595, Statutes of 2006). We also reviewed the May 4, 2009 Draft
Redevelopment Plan for Amendment No. 2 to the Washington Boulevard Redevelopment Project.

The proposed Plan Amendment would add 186.46 acres of land (“Amendment Area”) generally
located in the norther portion of the City to the existing 55-acre Washington Boulevard Project
Area (WBPA).

Our field survey and analysis of the evidence presented in the Reports indicate that the
requirements of the CRL concerning the existence of blight have not been met. Also, the City and
CDC do not appear to be in compliance with several other CRL requirements and procedures. In
summary, our findings are as follow:

e In many instances, the analysis presented in the Reports was not based on current CRL
blighting definitions; rather the analysis was based on the more broad blight definitions in
effect from 1994 through 2006.

¢ No physical condition is sufficiently documented in the Reports to support a finding of blight.

*  No economic condition is sufficiently documented in the Reports to support a finding of
blight.

e Seifel’s field survey and analysis indicate that physical blighting conditions are not
substantial and prevalent in the Amendment Area.

* Three large, non-blighted tracts of the WBPA appear to have been included solely for tax
increment revenue collection.

*  The time limits specified in the Redevelopment Plan Amendments are not in compliance with
CRL-specified time limits.

* The tax increment projections substantially underestimate tax increment revenue, thereby
underestimating the fiscal impact of the Plan Amendment on the County and other taxing
entities.

* A Project Area Committee (PAC) was not formed, even though the CDC will have eminent
domain authority over properties occupied by low and moderate-income residents.

¢ The necessity for redevelopment is not demonstrated.

¢ A review of the Report to Council indicates that several CRL-required procedural steps in the
Plan Amendment process apparently were not met. :

B. Lack of Evidence of Blight

The CRL requires that an area proposed to be added to a redevelopment plan meet the same legal
eligibility requirements as a new project area. Pursuant to CRL Section 33030, an added area
must be both predominantly urbanized and characterized by one or more conditions of physical
blight and one or more conditions of economic blight. Also, the added area must be an area in

Seifel Consulting Inc.




which the combination of physical and economic blighting conditions are so prevalent and so
substantial that it constitutes a serious burden on the community that cannot reasonably be
expected to be reversed or alleviated by private enterprise or governmental action, or both,
without redevelopment.

$33030. (a) It is found and declared that there exist in many communities blighted areas that
constitute physical and economic liabilities, requiring redevelopment in the interest of the
health, safety, and general welfare of the people of these communities and of the state. (b) A
blighted area is one that contains both of the following: (1) An area that is predominantly
urbanized, as that term is defined in Section 33320.1, and is an area in which the
combination of conditions set forth in Section 33031 is so prevalent and so substantial that it
causes a reduction of, or lack of, proper utilization of the area to such an extent that it
constitutes a serious physical and economic burden on the community that cannot reasonably
be expected to be reversed or alleviated by private enterprise or governmental action, or
both, without redevelopment. (2) An area that is characterized by one or more conditions set
forth in any paragraph of subdivision (a) of Section 33031 and one or more conditions set
Jforth in any paragraph of subdivision (b) of Section 33031.

Given the CRL requirement for a combination of blighting factors with at least one physical
condition and at least one economic condition, if the documentation for either category of
blighting conditions is not adequate, the Amendment Area would not qualify for redevelopment.

C. Summary of Seifel Field Survey

On June 15, 2009, Seifel Consulting conducted a windshield survey of the Amendment Area to
determine what portions of the area exhibit physical blighting conditions. We observed conditions
that were likely to meet the CRL definitions of physical blight on only a small number of parcels
in the Amendment Area. Only one portion of the Project Area included a cluster of likely blighted
parcels: Allport Avenue, between Washington Boulevard and Slauson Avenue. The rest of the
blighted parcels were scattered throughout the Amendment Area. Refer to Figure 1 for the
locations of the parcels that exhibited likely blighting conditions.

Seifel Consulting Inc.
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D. Use of Outdated Blight Definitions in CDC Consultant’s Survey

The CDC’s consultant conducted a parcel-by-parcel survey of the Amendment Area. The survey
used 11 conditions to evaluate physical blight and one factor of economic blight. However, in
several instances, the conditions would not necessarily qualify as a blighting condition based on
current CRL blight definitions as they were amended by SB 1206 (Chapter 595, Statutes of
2006). Instead, the conditions may have qualified as contributing to blight under the old
definitions that were in effect from 1994 through 2006. However, SB 1206 narrowed most of the
definitions. Refer to Table 1 for a listing of the adverse condition evaluated by the CDC’s
consultant. Only three conditions would clearly qualify under current blighting definitions: (A)
Unsafe building conditions, (D) Adverse physical factors that demand significant improvements
to buildings in order that they be safe for occupancy, and

(H) Inadequate and obsolete infrastructure (can be considered only if both physical and economic
blighting conditions are present.)

The Report to Council Part A lists the current CRL §33031 definitions of blight, however the
CDC Consultant’s survey was based on old definitions.

Seifel Consuiting Inc.
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E. Insufficient Documentation of Blight

CRL §33352(b) requires that the Report to Council include a description of the physical and
economic blighting conditions. Per CRL §33344.5(b), the Preliminary Report must include only a
description of the physical and economic conditions existing in the project area, not necessarily
the full blight documentation. However, it is considered best practice for a redevelopment agency
to document the blighting conditions in the Preliminary Report because it is the first major
background document distributed to taxing entities and other interested parties. As the
Preliminary Report for Amendment No. 2 contains more description of existing conditions than
the Report to Council, our analysis includes a review of both documents.

§33344.5(b) A description of the physical and economic conditions existing in the
project area.

$§33352(b) A description of the physical and economic conditions specified in Section 33031
that exist in the area that cause the project area to be blighted. The description shall include
a list of the physical and economic conditions described in Section 33031 that exist within the
project area and a map showing where in the project the conditions exist. The description
shall contain specific, quantifiable evidence that documents both of the following: (1) The
physical and economic conditions specified in Section 33031. (2) That the described physical
and economic conditions are so prevalent and substantial that, collectively, they seriously
harm the entire project area.

1. Insufficient Physical Blight Documentation

Following are definitions of the CRL factors of physical blight, along with an assessment of the
documentation of the condition as contained in the Reports.

a. Unsafe or Unhealthy Buildings

Buildings in which it is unsafe or unhealthy for persons to live or work. These conditions may
be caused by serious building code violations, serious dilapidation and deterioration caused
by long-term neglect, construction that is vulnerable to serious damage from seismic or
geologic hazards, and faulty or inadequate water or sewer utilities. CRL 33031(a)(1)

The Preliminary Report states on p. 22 “There were only a few ‘Unsafe or Unhealthy’ buildings
identified in the Area; in addition, many building (sic) were observed that had a wide variety of
problems are (sic) indicative of physical blight,” and that these buildings with “blighting
conditions are scattered throughout the Amendment Area.” SB 1206 tightened the definition of
the CRL §33031(a)(1) blight factor to include only unsafe and unhealthy buildings. While the
Report states that 67% of the structures are less than sound and in need of rehabilitation, it does
not indicate that any of the buildings are unsafe or unhealthy. Only five percent of all buildings
are classified as “unsafe.” Furthermore, the Report does not specify the deficiencies in the
buildings that affect their “soundness” or the extent to which buildings need rehabilitation.

During the windshield survey, Seifel observed that several parcels where The CDC documented
“unsafe building conditions” or “aging, deteriorating, and poorly maintained buildings” included
no such conditions. In most cases, Seife! only observed faded paint or other minor deficiencies
common to similar industrial areas. The CDC’s documentation was also inconsistent in its
classification. For example, parcels 83 and 84 on the CDC’s map contained identical buildings,
likely built during the same period, yet the CDC documented “unsafe building conditions” for
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parcel 84 and no building deficiencies for parcel 83. In fact, parcel 84 contained a thriving
manufacturing business, which, according to one of the workers interviewed by Seifel, had
recently expanded its operations to buildings in parcel 87.

This section of the Report discusses a number of adverse conditions that are not relevant to the
CRL §33031(a)(1) blight factor of unsafe or unhealthy buildings. These conditions include
incompatible uses, outdated design, obsolete infrastructure, metal buildings and vacant and
underutilized buildings. Although some of these conditions could be considered under other CRL
definitions for physical or economic blight, they do not specifically indicate the presence of
unsafe or unhealthy buildings in the Amendment Area.

Conclusion
Blight factor not sufficiently documented.

b. Conditions Hindering Viable Use of Buildings or Lots

(2) Conditions that prevent or substantially hinder the viable use or capacity of buildings or
lots. These conditions may be caused by buildings of substandard, defective, or obsolete
design or construction given the present general plan, zoning, or other development
standards. CRL 33031(a)(2)

The Preliminary Report does not use the current definition of this blight factor. The Report uses
“Conditions preventing or substantially hindering the economically viable use or capacity of
buildings or lots, which may be caused by substandard, defective, or obsolete design or
construction given the present general plan and zoning standards and present market conditions.”
SB 1206 narrowed the definition of this blight factor to conditions that prevent or substantially
hinder the viable use or capacity of buildings or lots. The Preliminary Report uses the obsolete
economically viable use definition, which more easily allows buildings or lots to be categorized
as “blighted.” The Report also uses the term effective use, which again, is broader than “viable
use.”

Commercial Use

The Report identifies one commercial lot that potentially meets this blight definition, a 16.21-acre
lot on the southwest corner of Washington Boulevard and Sorensen Avenue. However, the factors
outlined by the Report either potentially meet other blighting definitions or are presented with
conclusory statements that do not give enough evidence of the presence of blight. For example,
the Report states that this corner is “very difficult to develop under present circumstances because
of the multiple ownerships (sic) and small configuration of the parcels that front on Washington
Boulevard.” However, the Report does not provide the size of the parcels in question or a
standard showing that their size is too small. No evidence is presented to support the statement
that the parcels are “very difficult to develop,” such as an assessment by a local brokers or a pro
forma analysis. Moreover, the conditions that would make these parcels “very difficult to
develop” do not necessarlly meet the higher threshold established by the CRL that the parcels
“viable use or capacity” is “substantially hindered.”

During the windshield survey, Seifel observed that, with the exception of parcel 155 in the CDC’s
map, all other parcels in this site were developed and included businesses or residences (a trailer
park occupies parcel 142). Parcel 155 is one of the largest parcels in the Amendment Area, and
likely would meet viable development standards for size and shape. The Report claims that
leaking underground fuel tanks hinder the development of this parcel, but offers no evidence to
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back this claim, such as statements from brokers or developers, or even the particular hazardous
wastes that make development of this site unviable.

Industrial Uses

According to the Report, most of the Amendment Area is zoned and developed for industrial
uses. The Report states, “there are several good quality development projects in the area,” but that
“there are also several areas that are not developed to current standards and reflect poorly on
adjacent properties.” The Report discusses three specific geographic locations where
development is not up to current standards:

* Freestone Avenue and the Prolongation of Freestone Avenue: 25 parcels (no acreage given).
¢ Secura Way South of Rivera Road: 23 parcels (no acreage given).
* Secura Way North of Rivera Road: 22 parcels (no acreage given).

The Report does not present the acreage of these areas, so it is impossible to surmise whether they
are a high enough percentage of the Amendment Area in order to determine that the prevalence of
this condition would rise to the level of being substantial and prevalent. In each of the three cases,
the Report states that a significant percentage of the parcels in these areas are landlocked, thereby
making these properties “substandard.” However, the aerial photographs presented in the Report
clearly show buildings present in most of these properties, which makes it doubtful that the

* conditions of these parcels meet the CRL standard that their “viable use or capacity” is
“substantially hindered.”

During the windshield survey, Seifel observed several light manufacturing businesses operating
along Freestone Avenue and Secura Way, despite claims by the CDC that properties are
“substandard.” The Preliminary Report states that properties are “landlocked,” which hinders
their development. However, Seifel observed that all of these parcels were built out, and that the
vast majority of them were occupied by viable businesses.

As with its analysis of commercial properties, the Report does not present the standards for
industrial development that the industrial areas in question fail to meet. The report does not give
evidence that the “viable use or capacity” of buildings or lots of the Amendment Area have been
“substantially hindered,” or that such hindrance is substantial and prevalent throughout the
Amendment Area. Rather, the CDC claims that the “redevelopment” or “revitalization” of the
area is hindered. However, under the CRL, the viable use of an area must be hindered, which is
clearly not the case in this area. The CDC’s argument that the parcels do not meet development
standards of a predetermined higher use (hence the need to “redevelop” currently developed
parcels) does not meet the threshold that existing conditions hinder the viable use of these parcels.

Conclusion
Blight factor not sufficiently documented.

c. Irregular Lots in Multiple Ownership

(4) The existence of subdivided lots that are in multiple ownership and whose physical
development has been impaired by their irvegular shapes and inadequate sizes, given present
general plan and zoning standards and present market conditions. CRL 33031(a)(4)

The Preliminary Report fails to show evidence that irregularly-shaped or small lots in multiple
ownership are prevalent and substantial throughout the Amendment Area and that the physical
development of these lots has been impaired. The Report states that the survey found that
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44 percent of the parcels in the Amendment Area were either small or irregularly-shaped.
However, no size standard is given by which one can determine whether the parcels are, in fact,
too small to be developed. In Section 3.D. of the Report, it is stated that “lots less than one acre in
size are very difficult to develop or redevelop; in reality many developers would not take on a
project that did not have something in the neighborhood of five acres or more.” However, no
quotes from actual developers are given, and this standard is not attributed to any creditable real
estate development sources.

There is also scant evidence supporting the statement that irregularly shaped lots in the
Amendment Area impair the physical development of properties. On page 19, the Report states,
“The irregular shape of some parcels within the [Amendment Area] also compounds the difficulty
of development,” without providing any indication of how many parcels are of irregular shape, or
whether this condition is substantial and pervasive. Irregularly-shaped parcels can be combined
with other parcels to form developable sites. The Report does not indicate whether the analysis
excluded individual parcels that were part of larger single-ownership sites that are fit for
development.

During the windshield survey, Seifel observed a large number of parcels categorized by the CDC
as small or irregular that were, in fact, developed and occupied by viable businesses. As with the
analysis of “Conditions Hindering the Viable Use of Buildings or Lots™ described above, the
CDC seems to consider these parcels “blighted” if they do not meet a predetermined higher use,
rather impairing the physical development of lots. Given the fact that most parcels categorized by
the CDC as small or irregular are developed and occupied by viable businesses, the CDC’s
argument does not meet the CRL definition.

Conclusion
Blight factor not sufficiently documented.

2. Insufficient Economic Blight Documentation

Following are definitions of the CRL factors of physical blight, along with an assessment of the
documentation of the condition as contained in the Preliminary Report.

a. Depreciated or Stagnant Property Values
Depreciated or stagnant property values. CRL 33031(b)(1)

The Preliminary Report (p. 29) states, “The survey of the Amendment Area did reveal a number
of symptoms of [depreciated and stagnant property values].” However, in documenting this
blighting condition, the Report cites other adverse conditions, such as properties that contain
“outdated and inefficient building configuration and design, not meeting current business needs”
or the presence of “vacant and underutilized” parcels, a condition of blight that was removed by
SB 1206. In order to demonstrate evidence of property value depreciation or stagnation, an
analysis of property value trends within the Amendment Area (sales prices or assessed value)
over time would be necessary. Also, a more qualitative assessment of stagnant or property values
can be conducted through interviews with knowledgeable local brokers. The Report cites
“realtors that serve the region” as a source for its argument linking vacant properties to stagnant
property values. However, the Report does not provide the brokers’ assessment of actual property
value trends, and furthermore, the Report provides no background information to support the
expertise or knowledge of said brokers.
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In its Statement of Objections, the County demonstrates that secured and unsecured values in the
Amendment Area have grown from a total of $154,684,070 in FY 2004/05 to $202,461,984 in FY
2008/09, an increase of 31 percent. This finding clearly invalidates the argument that property
values in the Amendment Area are “depreciated or stagnant.”

Conclusion
Blight factor not sufficiently documented.

b. Impaired Property Values Due to Hazardous Wastes

Impaired property values, due in significant part, to hazardous wastes on property where the
agency may be eligible to use its authority as specified in Article 12.5 (commencing with
Section 33459). CRL 33031(b)(2)

The Preliminary Report (p. 30) states that a number of properties within the Amendment Area
“are directly impacted by hazardous waste problems.” The Report notes that the Santa Fe Springs
Fire Rescue Department, a State-certified Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA), maintains
a database that keeps records of hazardous or potentially hazardous sites in the city. The CUPA is
responsible for hazardous waste, underground storage tanks, aboveground storage tanks,
industrial wastewater, hazardous materials, community right-to-know, and accidental release
prevention programs. The Preliminary Report states that the CUPA files document 32 properties
(or 14 percent of the total) are classified as hazardous or potentially hazardous sites in the
Amendment Area.

However, the CRL requires a nexus between the presence of hazardous wastes and “impaired
property values,” which the Report does not make. The Report states (p. 30), “Properties of this
nature will not be sold at market value because the cost of remediation will have to be subtracted
from the purchase price,” without offering evidence to support this claim, either in the form of
actual transactions conducted in the Amendment Area, or quotes from knowledgeable local
brokers.

The Report outlines two specific properties contaminated by hazardous wastes: the northeast
corner of Telegraph Road and Shoemaker Avenue and the “Omega” property in the City of
Whittier. The Telegraph Road/Shoemaker Avenue property is not in the Amendment Area.' The
latter property is located in a different city, and although the Report claims, “the plume of
contamination extends several miles into Santa Fe and impacts hundreds of properties.” Although
Figure 6 in the Preliminary Report shows that the plume extends into the eastern portion of the
Amendment Area, there is no evidence presented to support the conclusory claim that property
values are negatively impacted.

The only example of a property in the Amendment Area affected by hazardous wastes that is
presented in the Preliminary Report is parcel 155 in the CDC’s map. However, the Report does
not present evidence of the types of activity that have contaminated the site, the hazardous wastes
that are present in the parcel’s soil or groundwater, or to show that the property has been impaired
by hazardous wastes.

Conclusion
Blight factor not sufficiently documented.

! This property is located in the Amendment 4 Area to the Consolidated Redevelopment Project Area.
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c. Indicators of Economically Distressed Buildings

Abnormally high business vacancies, abnormally low lease rates, or an abnormally high
number of abandoned buildings. CRL 33031(b)(3)

The Preliminary Report identifies this blight factor as “Vacant or Underutilized Properties and
Buildings.” However, SB 1206 tightened the definition of “Indicators of Economically Distressed
Property” to “Indicators of Economically Distressed Buildings,” removing vacant or
underutilized lots from consideration as blighting conditions. The Report does not outline its
methodology for calculating the “vacancy factor” in the Amendment Area, so it is unclear
whether this factor includes vacant or underutilized lots, which cannot be considered a blighting
factor under the CRL. The Report cites a study by CB Richard Ellis brokers to show that overall
industrial vacancies in the City are much lower than those in the Amendment Area. However,
there is no indication of whether the methodologies for calculating these vacancy rates offer an
adequate basis for comparison. The Report also does not include an analysis of lease rates in the
Amendment Area as compared to comparable locations in the City and broader Southern
California Region.

During the windshield survey, Seifel observed some business vacancies scattered throughout the
Amendment Area. However, the vast majority of industrial and commercial spaces seemed to be
occupied with viable businesses. The number of commercial vacancies did not seem abnormally
high, particularly for current difficult economic conditions.

Furthermore, during the survey, it became apparent that Preliminary Report classified entire
parcels as “vacant or underutilized” if one business vacancy was observed. In some cases, such as
parcel 84 in the CDC’s map, Seifel found that the space was actually occupied by a business. In
other cases, there may have only been one vacancy out of several spaces within the parcel. Thus,
the Preliminary Report greatly overstates the actual number of business vacancies in the
Amendment Area.

Conclusion
Blight factor not sufficiently documented.

d. Lack of Neighborhood Commercial Facilities

A serious lack of necessary commercial facilities that are normally found in neighborhoods,
including grocery stores, drug storves, and banks and other lending institutions. CRL
33031(b)(4)

The Preliminary Report states that this condition is not present in the Amendment Area.

Conclusion
Blight factor not present.

e. Residential Overcrowding

Serious residential overcrowding that has resulted in significant public health or safety
problems. As used in this paragraph, “overcrowding” means exceeding the standard
referenced in Article 5 (commencing with Section 32) of Chapter 1 of Title 25 of the
California Code of Regulations. CRL 33031(b)(5)

Seifel Consulting Inc.
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Blight factor not observed by surveyors. No data presented that demonstrates that California
standard is exceeded.

Conclusion
Blight factor not present.

f. Problem Businesses

An excess of bars, liquor stores, or adult-oriented businesses that has resulted in significant
public health, safety, or welfare problems. CRL 33031(b)(6)

Preliminary Report states that problem businesses are not a substantial blighting condition.

Conclusion
Blight factor not present.

g. A High Crime Rate

A high crime rate that constitutes a serious threat to the public safety and welfare. CRL
33031(b)(7)

The Preliminary Report states, “the Area does not reflect a substantial blighting condition for this
characteristic.”

Conclusion
Blight factor not present.

3. Inadequate Public Infrastructure

Under the CRL, the presence of inadequate public improvements or inadequate water or sewer
utilities cannot be the sole characteristic of a blighted area.

Section III of the Preliminary Report, Description of Physical and Economic Conditions Existing
Within the Project Area, notes that 44 percent of parcels exhibit inadequate and obsolete
infrastructure. However this section of the Report does not include a detailed discussion of
inadequate public improvements in the Amendment Area. Section 3.F.P-1, which discusses
unsafe and unhealthy buildings notes that the City of Santa Fe Springs is currently investigating
the possibility of replacing its backup water well. Overall, however, the Report (p. 24) states,
“The Annual Facilities Operation and Maintenance Summary provided by the City shows that the
system is operating properly and has adequate supply to provide for the needs of the area.”

Conclusion

As the Preliminary Report does not document any conditions of physical or economic blight, the
presence of inadequate public improvements is irrelevant.

4, Maps of Blighting Conditions

The CRL requires that the Report to Council must include a map showing where the blighting
conditions exist, as required by CRL Section 33352(b).

Seifel Consulting Inc.
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$33352(b) A description of the physical and economic conditions specified in Section 33031
that exist in the area that cause the project area to be blighted. The description shall include
a list of the physical and economic conditions described in Section 33031 that exist within the
project area and a map showing where in the project the conditions exist.

Both the Preliminary Report and Report to Council contain a map of the Amendment Area that
denotes contamination sites. The Preliminary Report contains an additional map, Figure 6,
Omega Chemical Superfund Site Showing Groundwater Plume Contamination and Monitoring
Wells. The Omega Site Plume extends only to the easternmost portion of the Amendment Area,
and Figures 5 or 6 do not demonstrate the spatial distribution of any of the other physical or
economic blighting conditions outlined in the Reports.

F. Large Non-Blighted Tracts Included without Sufficient
Justification

* The CRL does not require that every parcel in a proposed project area be blighted. However, non-
blighted parcels must be included for the effective redevelopment of the area of which they are a
part. Parcels cannot be included for the sole purpose of obtaining tax increment revenue.

33321. A project area need not be restricted to buildings, improvements, or lands, which are
detrimental or inimical to the public health, safety, or welfare, but may consist of an area in
which such conditions predominate and injuriously affect the entire area. A project area may
include lands, buildings, or improvements which are not detrimental to the public health,
safety or welfare, but whose inclusion is found necessary for the effective redevelopment of
the area of which they are a part. Each such area included under this section shall be
necessary jfor effective redevelopment and shall not be included for the purpose of obtaining
the allocation of tax increment revenue from such area pursuant to Section 33670 without
other substantial justification for its inclusion.

The survey conducted by the CDC documented a large number of parcels as not blighted. The
Preliminary Report argues against the exclusion of these non-blighted parcels from the
Amendment Area as “the ability to consolidate parcels to accommodate revitalization of the area
may possibly be severely compromised.” Although some of these parcels are surrounded by
parcels classified as “blighted” in the Report, there are large fracts of land that the CDC found to
be non-blighted that are nonetheless included as “necessary for effective redevelopment.”
However, other than the CRL reference that allows agencies to include non-blighted parcels if
they are necessary for effective redevelopment and the conclusory statement cited above, the
Report gives no persuasive justification for their inclusion.

Figure 2 shows the large tracts of non-blighted parcels included in the Amendment Area as
necessary parcels for effective redevelopment. Most of them were classified as non-blighted by
the Preliminary Report. Some of the parcels were included in this category by Seifel after the
windshield survey determined that they clearly did not exhibit any blighting conditions. It is
worth noting that, with the exception of the parcels highlighted in Figure 1, Seifel believes that
the vast majority of the parcels in the Amendment Area would not meet the CRL’s blight
definitions after further analysis. The highlighted areas in Figure 2 only indicate those parcels
whose inclusion in the Amendment Area would be most egregious.

Seifel Consulting Inc. 15
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G. Non-Compliant Redevelopment Plan Time Limits

CRL §33333.2 requires that redevelopment plans and plan amendments to add territory contain
time limits on incurrence of debt, plan effectiveness, tax increment collection, and eminent
domain authority: '

33333.2.(a) A redevelopment plan containing the provisions set forth in Section 33670 shall
contain all of the following limitations. A redevelopment plan that does not contain the
provisions set forth in Section 33670 shall contain the limitations in paragraph (4):

(1) (A) A time limit on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness to be paid with
the proceeds of property taxes received pursuant to Section 33670..., which may not exceed
20 years from the adoption of the redevelopment plan...

(B) The time limitation established by subparagraph (A) may be extended only by amendment
of the redevelopment... However, this amended time limitation may not exceed 30 years from
the effective date of the ordinance adopting the redevelopment plan...

(2) A time limit, not to exceed 30 years from the adoption of the redevelopment plan, on the
effectiveness of the redevelopment plan...

(3) A time limis, not to exceed 45 years from the adoption of the redevelopment plan, to repay
indebtedness with the proceeds of property taxes received pursuant to Section 33670...

(4) A time limit, not to exceed 12 years from the adoption of the redevelopment plan, for
commencement of eminent domain proceedings to acquire property within the project area...

(b) If a redevelopment plan is amended to add territory, the amendment shall contain the time
limits required by this section.

The May 4, 2009 Draft Plan Amendment does not meet this CRL requirement. Specifically:

¢ Time limit to incur debt: the CRL limits debt incurrence to 20 years after adoption of the
Plan Amendment. The Plan Amendment allows the CDC to incur debt secured by tax
increment generated in the Amendment Area for 35 years, which exceeds the time limit
allowable by the CR by 15 years.

¢ Time limit on plan effectiveness: the CRL limits the effectiveness of a redevelopment plan
to 30 years. The Plan Amendment limits plan effectiveness to 35 years, which exceeds the
time limit allowable by the CRL by 5 years.

* Time limit to collect tax increment: the CRL limits tax increment collection to 45 years
after the Plan Amendment becomes effective. The Plan Amendment does not specify a time
limit on the collection of tax increment. The Preliminary Report states, ertoneously, that
“state law” limits tax increment collection to 20 years from plan effectiveness. However, this
limitation is not included in the language of the Plan Amendment. Moreover, the 20-year
limitation on tax increment collection is logically incoherent with the Plan Amendment’s
time limit to incur debt secured by tax increment, which is 35 years.

¢ Time limit on eminent domain: The Plan Amendment limits eminent domain authority to
12 years after the plan amendment becomes effective, which meets the CRL requirement.

H. Underestimated Tax Increment Revenue Projections

Under CRL §33344.5(d) and §33352, the Preliminary Report and Report to Council
(respectively) are required to include an assessment of proposed method of financing the
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redevelopment plan. The assessment should include a description of public and private revenue
sources other than tax increment, as well as a preliminary projection of tax increment generated
within the project area (or amendment area). The Preliminary Report for the Plan Amendment
does not describe any sources of public or private financing of the project aside from tax
increment revenue. Furthermore, the projection of tax increment is based on an erroneous
interpretation of the CRL.

The Report projects tax increment generation for 20 years, which it states is “the maximum
period” allowed by the CRL “in this case.” The CRL, in fact, allows agencies to collect tax
increment for 45 years after adoption of the plan or plan amendment to add territory. The
Preliminary Report projects tax increment revenues for 28 years, which grossly underestimates
the amount of tax increment that the CDC will be able to collect. No explanation is presented in
either the Preliminary Report or the Report to Council as to why the CDC projects tax increment
for 28 years, when it states, erroneously, that the maximum allowable under state law is 20 years.
As noted in Section E above, the Plan Amendment does not specify a {ime limit on tax increment
collection, which, under CRL §33333.2(a)(3) can be up to 45 years.

L. Necessity for Redevelopment Not Demonstrated

As stated earlier in Section B of this Report, CRL §33030(b)(1) requires that the blighting
conditions must cause a serious burden on the community that cannot reasonably be expected to
be reversed or alleviated by private enterprise or governmental action, or both, without
redevelopment.

33030. (b) A blighted area is one that contains both of the following:

(1) An area that is predominantly urbanized, as that term is defined in Section 33320.1, and
is an area in which the combination of conditions set forth in Section 33031 is so prevalent
and so substantial that it causes a reduction of, or lack of, proper utilization of the area to
such an extent that it constitutes a serious physical and economic burden on the community
that cannot reasonably be expected to be reversed or alleviated by private enterprise or
governmental action, or both, without redevelopment.

The Reports have not sufficiently documented that blighting conditions exist to such an extent
that they cannot be reversed or alleviated private enterprise government action, or both, without
-redevelopment.

J.  Lack of Compliance with Procedural Requirements

The CDC has not documented that the following CRL procedural requirements have been met:

1. Public Hearing Notice Not Sent to Individuals and Businesses

Copies of the notice of the public hearing on the Plan Amendment must be must be mailed by
first class mail to the last known assessee of each parcel of land in the Project Area (§33349(b).
The agency must also send notices, by first-class mail, to all individuals and businesses in the
Project Area (if the cost of obtaining the mailing list is reasonable):

CRL §33349(c) (1) Notice shall also be provided, by first-class mail, to all residents and
businesses within the project area at least 30 days prior to the hearing.
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(2) The mailed notice requirement of this subdivision shall only apply when mailing
addresses to all individuals and businesses, or to all occupants, are obtainable by the agency
at a reasonable cost. The notice shall be mailed by first-class mail, but may be addressed to
“occupant.” If the agency has acted in good faith to comply with the notice requirements of
this subdivision, the failure of the agency to provide the required notice to residents or
businesses unknown to the agency or whose addresses cannot be obtained at a reasonable
cost, shall not, in and of itself, invalidate a redevelopment plan or amendment to a
redevelopment plan.

The Report to Council Part I states that the public hearing notice is posted and sent to all taxing
agencies and all property owners notifying them of the public hearing. It does not state that the
notice was sent to occupants, as required by the CRL. It also does not state that the CDC was not
able to mail the notice because of unreasonable costs. Along with other documentation, the
affidavits of these mailings should have been provided as exhibits attached to the Procedural
Outline for the Joint Public Hearing,

2. Formation of Project Area Committee

The CRL (§33385) requires that the legislative body form a Project Area Committee (PAC) of
residents and existing community organizations if the redevelopment plan grants the CDC
eminent domain authority over properties in which a substantial number of low or moderate-
income residents or if the redevelopment plan includes projects that may displace a significant
number of low or moderate-income residents.

CRL §33385(a) The legislative body of a city or county shall call upon the residents and
existing community organizations in a redevelopment project area to form a project area
committee in either of the following situations:

(1) A substantial number of low-income persons or moderate-income persons, or both, reside
within the project area, and the redevelopment plan as adopted will contain authority for the
agency to acquire, by eminent domain, property on which any persons reside.

(2) The redevelopment plan as adopted contains one or more public projects that will
displace a substantial number of low-income persons or moderate-income persons, or both.

Part I of the Report to Council states, “Because a substantial number of low- and moderate-
income individuals are not within the Project Area, the Agency chose not to form a Project Area
Committee pursuant to Section 33385.” No explanation is offered in Part I outlining the process
undertaken by the CDC to make the determination that the Amendment Area does not include a
substantial number of low or moderate-income residents. However, in the Preliminary Report (p.
9) the CDC states that the Amendment Area includes a “travel trailer park™ at the corner of
Washington Boulevard and Sorensen Avenue, but argues, “Many of the trailers are capable of
being towed on the highway, so it is not clear how many of the dwellings are permanent and how
many are transitory residents.”

During the windshield survey of the Amendment Area, Seifel observed no indication that the site
in question was a “travel trailer park.” In fact, all of the trailers observed from the public right-of-
way included permanent mailboxes, indicating that they are most likely used as permanent
residences for their inhabitants. Furthermore, many of the trailers did not have wheels, and were
placed on top of concrete blocks. The trailers exhibited additional signs of permanent residences,
such as built additions and landscaping. The mere fact that the trailers “are capable of being
towed on the highway” is irrelevant given the overwhelming evidence suggesting that residents,
likely of low or moderate-income, inhabit those units permanently.
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During other redevelopment plan adoptions or amendments in which Seifel has served as a
consultant, attorneys have advised that a project area that contains twelve or more low or
moderate-income residents and where the agency has eminent domain authority over residential
property requires a PAC, The CDC will have eminent domain authority over the entire

Project Area, including the trailer park site, as stated in Section 508 of the Plan Amendment; “It
is in the public interest and is necessary in order to execute this Plan for the power of eminent
domain to be employed by the CDC to acquire real property in all portions of the Project Area.”
Given the fact that there are 17 trailers with an unknown number of residents, the CDC should
have formed a PAC to advise the Plan Amendment process. -

The public record indicates neither the formation of a PAC or adequate justification for waiving
this requirement pursuant to CRL §33385.

3. Preliminary Report Mailing to Department of Finance (DOF) and
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)

33360.5(a) No later than 45 days prior to the public hearing on a proposed plan adoption by
an agency or the joint public hearing of the agency and the legislative body, the agency shall
deliver a copy of the preliminary report and notice of the date of the public hearing to the
Department of Finance and the Department of Housing and Community Development by
first-class mail.

Part I of the Report to Council states that the Preliminary Report was transmitted to the taxing
entities at least 90 days prior to the public hearing, as required by §33344.6). However, it does
not state that the Preliminary Report was sent to the HCD and DOF at least 45 days prior to the
public hearing, as required by §33360.5(a). Moreover, Part I does not state that the notice of the
public hearing was sent to the HCD and DOF as required by law.

4.  CRL §33451.5 Report

SB 1206 (Chapter 595, Acts of 2006) requires the preparation of an additional report for Plan
Amendments that would change fiscal limits or time limits, merge project areas, or change the

boundaries of the project area. This requirement applies to Plan Amendment No. 2 because it
" would change the boundaries of the WBPA.

33451.5(b) No later than 45 days prior to the public hearing on a proposed plan amendment
by an agency or the joint public hearing of the agency and the legislative body, the agency
shall notify the Department of Finance and the Department of Housing and Community
Development by firsi-class mail of the public hearing, the date of the public hearing, and the
proposed amendment. This notice shall be accompanied by the report required to be
prepared pursuant to subdivision (c).

The §33451.5(a) report must include a map of the Project Area identifying the portions of the
project area that (1) are no longer blighted, (2) are blighted, and (3) contain necessary and
essential parcels for the elimination of the remaining blight. Other required components include:
description of the remaining blight, description of the projects or programs, description of how
these projects or programs will improve the conditions of blight, the reasons why the projects or
programs cannot be completed without the plan amendment and the proposed method of
financing these programs or projects. This description shall also include sources and amounts of
moneys other than tax increment revenues that are available to finance these projects or
programs.
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The Report to Council does not include the information required by Section 33451.5(a), nor does
it state that a separate report was prepared and sent to DOF and HCD in compliance with
§33345.1(b). '
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Appendix A

Seifel Consulting Inc. Qualifications

Seifel Consulting Inc. (Seifel) is an economic consulting firm providing strategic redevelopment,
real estate and urban economic advisory services. We help clients resolve complex urban growth
issues, maximize the value of real estate assets, and achieve fiscal goals. Our targeted strategies
have helped enhance economic growth and fiscal health in local communities—revitalizing
downtowns, former military bases, brownfield sites and urban waterfronts. We have fostered the
creation of thriving communities, transit oriented developments and over 100 successful
redevelopment projects. Since our founding in 1990, we have completed over 500 consulting
assignments.

Seifel provides research, analysis, financial projections, written documentation, project
management and consultation in four integrated practice areas:

*  Redevelopment—Guide the successful creation and implementation of redevelopment plans
and projects.

* Economics—Evaluate local economies and recommend strategies to enhance economic
development and fiscal health.

* Real Estate—Lead clients through the analysis, funding and development of sustainable
real estate.

* Housing—Facilitate housing programs and development that realize a thriving and diverse
community.

Seifel has guided redevelopment plan adoptions, amendments and fiscal mergers for over
two decades, from feasibility studies to plan adoptions and major amendments. Firm president
Libby Seifel is the editor of and a contributing author to California Redevelopment Association
(CRA) publications Community Guide to Redevelopment and California Affordable Housing
Handbook. Libby and senior managing consultant Marie Munson lead the Plan Adoption,
Amendment and Fiscal Merger session at the annual CRA Introduction to Redevelopment
seminar for northern California. Libby and Marie also speak and moderate panels at CRA annual
conferences; in 2007 Marie spoke on compliance with community redevelopment law affordable
housing requirements, and this year Libby spoke on new reporting and pass-through payment
requirements under AB 1389.

Scifel rigorously analyzes and documents urbanization and blight in order to ensure that all
legal requirements are met. Seifel’s documentation of existing conditions has twice been
challenged in court and in both cases was upheld by the courts.

On behalf of Fresno, Napa and Los Angeles counties,.Seifel has performed due diligence on
other jurisdictions’ documentation of existing conditions and compliance with CRL requirements
in the redevelopment plan adoption/amendment process.

Seifel Consulting Inc. is a California Corporation owned and operated by Elizabeth (Libby)
Seifel. The firm is a woman-owned certified small business with the State of California. (For
additional information on our experience and qualifications, please refer to the firm website at
www.seifel.com.)
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Representative Plan Adoption, Amendment and Merger Advisory Services

Jurisdiction Project Status
Alameda Alameda Point Improvement Project (Military Base Reuse) Adopted 1998
Alameda Alameda BWIP and WCIP Plan Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 2003
Arvin Arvin Redevelopment Project Adopted 1996
Brisbane Project Area Number Two Redevelopment Plan Amendment Amended 2002
Chico Chico Redevelopment Project Merger ' Amended 1992
Chico Greater Chico Urban Area Redevelopment Project Adopted 1993
Chico Chico Redevelopment Projects Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 2004
Concord Central Concord Plan Amendment Amended 2006
Concord Concord Naval Weapons Station Military Base Reuse In process
Daly City Bayshore Redevelopment Project Adopted 1999
East Palo Alto Gateway/101 Corridor Redevelopment Project Adopted 1993
East Palo Alfo Redevelopment Project Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 1999
Fremont Fremont Industrial Fiscal Amendment Amended 1993
Fremont Fremont Redevelopment Project Amendments/Fiscal Mergers Amended 1998
Fremont Fremont Redevelopment Project Amendments 2008 In process
Folsom Central Folsom Redevelopment Plan Amendment Amended 2003
Hayward Downtown Hayward Redevelopment Project Amendment Amended 1998
Henderson (Nevada) Tuscany Hills Redevelopment Project Adopted 2001
Livermore Downtown Redevelopment Project Amendment Amended 1993
Los Gatos Central Los Gatos Redevelopment Project Adopted 1993
Mendocino County Mendocino Project Area Project Adopted 2003
Milpitas Great Mall and Project Area No. 1 Plan Amendments Amended 2001
Placer County North Lake Tahoe Redevelopment Project Adopted 1996
Placer County North Auburn Redevelopment Project Adopted 1997
Placer County Sunset Redevelopment Project Adopted 1997
Petaluma Petaluma Central Business District Plan Amendment Amended 2001
Petaluma Petaluma PCD Amendment Amended 2000
Petaluma Petaluma Plan Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 2006
Pleasant Hill Pleasant Hill Redevelopment Amendment In process
Rancho Cordova Rancho Cordova Redevelopment Project Adopted 2006
Richmond Harbor Gate Redevelopment Amendment Amended 1995
Richmond Richmond Plan Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 2005
San Bruno San Bruno Redevelopment Project Adopted 1999
San Francisco Federal Office Building Redevelopment Project Adopted 1997
San Francisco Mission Bay North Redevelopment Project Adopted 1998
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San Francisco Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Adopted 1998
San Francisco Yerba Buena Center Redevelopment Plan Amendment Amended 2000
San Francisco Transbay Terminal Redevelopment Project Adopted 2005
San Francisco Bayview Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan Amendment Amended 2006
San Francisco Treasure Island/YBI Redevelopment (Military Base Reuse) In process
San Francisco Visitacion Valley Redevelopment Project In process
San Jose West San Carlos Redevelopment Plan Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 1996
San Jose Story Road Redevelopment Project Amendment/Fiscal Merger Amended 1996
San Jose Park Center Redevelopment Project Amendment/Merger Amended 1996
San Jose Almaden Gateway Redevelopment Project Amendment/Merger Amended 1996
San Mateo San Mateo Shoreline Redevelopment Amendment Amended 1996
San Mateo San Mateo Downtown Redevelopment Amendment Amended 1996
Sonoma County Russian River Redevelopment Project Adopted 2000
South San Francisco South San Francisco Plan Amendments/Fiscal Merger Amended 2005
Sunnyvale Sunnyvale Downtown Redevelopment Amendment Amended 2005
Union City Union City Community Redevelopment Amendment Amended 2002
Seifel Consulting Inc. 24




Attachment #8

The following photographs were taken by County staff. They include all parcels
identified by the consultant as “Blighted.” Because some parcels include multiple

buildings, some photographs may not appear to match the address on the parcel
list.




0630 |

SS900y 8Jesun,,
SBulpjing 1o pueT Jueocep, oAy UOSNe|S GELZL G# «'UBisaq perepino, ,'sbulpiing Buiby, ‘eAy uosne|s LoLgL ©#

e
-

Lainpnaselu| Lainonnselyu| aenbapeuy,
ajenbapeul, ublseq pelepinQ, "OAY UOSNE|S GOLZL c# « SS90y 8jesun,, ‘ubiseq pelepinQ,  "OAY UOSNBIS €902}  L#
. TR e e ; T ST (-~ T 1

Hodey Areuiwijaid sAu au ul payybig, se peyiuep| sjeosed
109load Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysepn Z "ON uswpuswy sbuldg a4 ejues



0GJ0¢

SS900Y Bjesun,,
SSO00Y 9jesun,  'SAY UOSNne|S 60cct 6# «ubiseQ pajepinQ, . 'sbuipying buiby, oAy uosne|s L0ZZl 8#

e e e — oy
P —ia eyt D el A

; ¥
. __..ﬁ e i e
M» !
.ainioniiselju| ajenbapeuy, ‘sseo0y ejesun,, .einjonnseiyu| sjlenbapeu;,,

«'UBIseQ parepinQ, .'sbupjing Buiby, oAy uosne|s /G1zl L# « SS900Y 9fesun,, ‘ublsag psepIinQ,  "OAY Uosne|S 6glel  9#

e

ringes T

Hoday Areuiwjaid sAuQ auj ul peybiig, se paynusep| sjeosed
109l0.d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysepn ¢ "ON Uawpuawy sbundg a4 ejueg



0S4jo¢

oJinpnaselu; syenbapeu,
Lainoniselyu) erenbsepeu],  Aepp BINOSS £868 OL# . §S900Y ajesun, .‘s107 padeys Jeinbou|, Aepp BINOSS /1E8 GL#

= = Sl

.sbuipjing Jo pueT juecen,
.'SS900Y oJesun, ,/ubisaq pelepIinQ, 'OAY UOSNE|S GLgZl Ol#

Hoday Areuiwijaid sAug au ul peiybiig, se peyiuep| sjeosed
109014 Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysepn 2 "ON Uawpuawy sbuldg a4 ejues



2Injoniiselu| srenbepeu),
SS900Y ayesun, ‘sl padeyg Jenbayy),

Aepn eInoeg £1e8  Og#

LQInjonaselu; aienbspeu,

.ubiseq parepinQ, ‘s|eosed padeys tenboul, Aep BINdSS LIyg gL#

0S50y

.Sefouaiola( ON, ,'s107 padeys Jenbaul,

LJinonisequ| axenbapeu), ,‘ss900y ofesun,,
. ubisaq paiepinQ, .‘sjeared pedeysg teinboul,

Hoday Aseurwijaid s Al aup ur peyblig, se payiusp| s|eosed
108o.1d Juswdojonapay piensinog uoibuiysep) g "oN Juswpuswy sbunidg a4 elues

‘PY BISAIH 06611 61#

Aep einoeg /668 /i#



05406
LBinjonuiselu) axenbapeu, ‘ssao0y ajesun, (Llnloniiselju] syenbapeuy, ‘ss800y ajesun,
~ubiseq payepinQ, . ‘'slo] padeygs Jejnboul|,  Aep BINOOS GGE8  Yo# . S107 pedeys Jenbauly, Buiping syesun,,

Aep\ einoeg €1y8  £2#

Qinjoniselyu|
sienbepeuy, ‘ss900Y ajesun, .‘ubiseq palepinQ, Lainpniselu) ajenbepeul,

« SI921ed padeys Jenbeauy, /sBuipiing bulby, Aep einoes /1vyg Z2# « S|9dIed padeygs Jeinbaul, sbuipiing buiby, Aep einoeg Gevg  Lg#

vodey Areuwijeld sAuQ ay) ui palybiig, se painusp| s|sosed
198l0.1d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uoibuiysep  ‘ON uswpuswy sbunidsg a4 elues



05J09 LSinjpnisesyul
Linniselu| ’ alenbapeuy, ‘ubBiseg paiepinQ,
ajenbapeul, ‘sjo] padeys Jeinbeu), ‘pY eleAld 002 82# «'S107 padeys Jseinbauy, ‘sbuipiing Buiby, Aep einoes sgv8 Lo#

Buiping e, ,‘ubiseq perepino, L2injonuselju| axenbapeu,
« 107 padeys senbauy, ‘sbuiping Bulby, "pY BISAIH 00021 92# « 107 padeys Jenbaul, ‘sbuiping buiby, Aep einoag 6€8 Ge#

Hodey Areulwiald s Ao ey ur paiybig, se paynusp| sjpdled
109l0.d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uoibuiysep\ z "ON uswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues



05402

MuBisaq parepinQ, .‘sbuiping Buiby, oAy uosne|s gy/LL 9S# Lubiseq parepinQ, ,‘sbuipjing 6uiby, oAy uosne|S 09/LL Se#

OAY UOSNBIS 0G8LL  cE#

Sbup|ing Jo pue Jueoe), oAy UOSNEIS 0G8LL £E# .SBuipjing 1o pueT jueden,

Hodey Areulwnjaid s AnQ ey ut peiybiig, se peyiuspl sjedied
103[0.id uswdojonapay pienrsjnog uolbuiysep) g "ON uswpuawy sbulids a4 elues



0508
Sinloniiseyu| ayenbepeul, ‘'ss920y aesun,,
«ubiseq paiepinQ, ,‘sbuipiing Buiby, 1S exIng ££98 O# Sbuiping Buiby, oAy UOSNBIS 02LLL BE#

T S e

SBuiping Builby,  ‘pY 9011 81LS8 8C# SBuipjing buiby, "pY 9010 8258 /E#

Woday Areulwijeid sAuQ ey ul peyblg, se paynuep) s|edied
109/0.1d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uoibuiysepn Z "ON JUswpusawy sbulidg a4 ejuesg



SS90y ofesun,, ‘ublseq psrepinQ, IS NG 61611 pi# LubBiseq@ perepin0, IS 9MINg G261 Eb#

Sbuipjing Buiby,, 1S eMIng Gy8LL Ci#

Hodey Areuiwijaid s AuQ ayy ur peiybllg, se paynusp| sjeosed
109lo.ud Juswdojarapay pieasjnog uoibuiysep) g "oN uswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues




054001

SBuipjing LLodnoniisedju)
10 pueT juedep, 'slo padeys sejnfeulj, oAy UOSNe|S 06LLL PE# ayenbapeuy, ‘uBiseq perepinQ, ‘sbuipjing buiby,,

= = = = ]

1S 9ing €861 8h#

Buiping felep,,
« 8injoniiselu; sienbepeu)  ‘ssaooy ayesun,

ubise( perepinQ, ,‘sbuipjing Buiby, oAy uosnels 0S8LL Li# QJbiseq pejepinQ, IS ang G/8LL  Sh#

Hoday Areuiwjaid sAig aui ur peiyblg, se peynuap| sjeored
109/0.d Juswdojonapay pJenasjnog uolbuiysep g "ON Juswpuawy sburidg a4 eluesg




0S40 L1

SBulpling 10 pueT jueoep, IS eMing 9/81LL  LG# JbiseQ pelepinQ, IS 9NIng #0611 0S

o~ - e mope e et P = = - —— e

Uodey Areulwjaid s An0 ays ut peiyblg, se paiiuspl sjeoied
199lo04d Juswdojanapay piensjnog uojbuiysepp ¢ "ON Juswpuawy sbuiidg a4 ejues



0G40 ¢l

LUBiseq parepinQ, .‘sbulpling Buiby,, IS axing 808k SS# Jubiseq peyepinQ, 1S dUng ge8Ll  vS#

1S ong ¢98

MBisaQ palepinQ, 1S adIng 06811 €S# MuBisaq@ perepinQ, ,'sbuipiing buiby,

=, : " e S

Hodey Areuluniaid sAn0 syy ut peiyblg, se payiusp| sjieored
109l0ud Juawdojonapay pieaajnog uolbuiysep g "ON uswpuawy sbulidg o4 ejues



0siogl

Linjoniiselyu| Jolnonaseu|
arenbepeu), fs1o padeys Jenbei), Aepp BINOSS OVYS Q9% ayenbepeu), . ‘slo7 padeyg Jeinball), Aepp BINoeS pry8 6G#

e

Hodey Areulwieid sAn0 ayi ul paiybilg, se paynuap| sjeored
109[0ad Juswidojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn Z 'ON usawpuawy sbulids a4 ejues



0S jo ¥1 Linjoniselu| ajenbepeu,
.Linjoniselyu| ejenbspeul, ‘ubiseq paepinQ, . $8800Y 8jesun, ‘ublseqg paiepinQ,
«'S107 padeyg senbauy, ‘sbuipjing buiby, Aep eanoes 9Ly8  Ho# .10 pedeyg senbauy, ‘sbuiping Buiby, Aepp einoeg gLyg £9#

Loinonaselju| ayenbapeu, . Jainoniiselju; ayenbapeuy, ‘Ss8o0y
. $8900Y Bjesun,, ‘ubiseq perepinQ, aesun, ,‘ublseq psyepinQ, ,'sio padeys
tejnBauy, ‘sbuipjing buiby, ‘Buipiing ejesun, Aep eIn09S ZEV8  LO#

EPER-GD6 (206

SV RS ot . ¢

Hodey Areulwijeid s Aug ayy ut peiybiig, se paynuep| s|eored
199014 1uswidojanapay pieasinog uolbuiysep\ g "ON luawpuawy sburdg a4 ejues



Linonasedu| syenbapeuy, 0SJoGlL 2innaselju] srenbepeuy,
« $S900Y Besun,, ,‘ubiseq perepinQ, 88900y Bjesun, ‘ubiseq pelepinQ,
«'S107 padeys tenbeuy, ‘sbuiping buiby, Aepy einoss gyeg go# 8107 padeygs Jenbau), . ‘'sbuipiing Buiby, Aepp BInOag vSE8 /94

Loinjonisenu ayenbepeuy, ubiseq palepinQ, Limonuiseau| @enbapeu), ‘ubisaq palepinQ,
« 107 padeys seinbauy, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, Aepp BindeS 008 994# «'S107 padeyg Jenbauy, sbulpjing bulby, Aep BindSS 90¥8 S9

Yodey Areutwiaid s Ai0 ayy ur paiybiig, se payiuep| sjeored
109[01d Juawidojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn g 'ON uawpuswy sburidsg a4 ejues



0S5 jJo 9}

” G y N
&« D 3] m >m

_ elepinQ,
aJnjonJiseluj arenbapeu, [ubisag p o
OL# ) H“mo._ padeyg senbauy, ‘sbuip|ing buiby, Aepp einosg _Nﬁmw 6 _
e y : AN TR0 5 Ty e o TR

'In
alnoniisequ| ayenbapeu, ,‘sseooy Emmc?, Rep i

S S

s vgsigalloiicmenn

911 P2 BTTTNR

Ui S

Hodey Areuiwijaid sAuD ey ul payblig, se payiuep| m_mo__“n_ B i e
109/0.d 1uawidojanapay pieasinog uolbulysepn Z ‘ON usawpuawy 1



JUBDBA,, 'SSO00Y Bjesun,, ‘ubliseg parepinQ, . 'sio 0510 /1
Jeinbaui, ‘si0)oeH [B2I1SAUd 9SIanpY, ‘selousoelpy Jubisaq perepinQ,
a|quedwooul, /sbulpjing Buiby,, ‘sbuipiing sfesun, epeyd £0S8 9/# « S107] padeyg sejnbou, ‘sBuipjing Buiby, ‘eAy ejleuyD €ev8 S/#

SBuip|ing Jo pueT jueoep,,
« 107 padeyg Jsejnbau), ‘sbuipiing Buiby, oAy sleuDd €ev8 b/#

Hodey Areuiwijaid sAup ey ur peybig, se payiusp| sjgoted
109/01d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysep) ¢ “ON lUawpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues



0G0 8l

.Sso00y ajesun, ubisaq
SS900Y Bjesun,, ‘ublse( perepinO,  "eAy 8jIsyD £££8  L8# palepinQ, ,‘suolipuo) Buipling afesun, 8AY ofeYD £0¥8 6.L#

FHI4 ¥ INIONTED HELS @

SBuipjing 10 pueT Juedep, ‘SS820Y 9jesuf,, ‘ublsag
palepinQ, .‘s107 padeyg Jejnbau),, ,‘ssiousdelpy
/sBuip|ing eyesun, epoUD G1S8 L/#

Hodey Areuiwijeid sAnp sus ur paiybllg, se paynuep| sjeosed
199/04d wuswdojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn g "ON Usawpuawy sbunds a4 ejueg



051061

Sbuipjing 10
pueT edep, ‘ubiseq peyepinQ, . ‘'sbuiping

SBuipjing Jo pueT juedep, OAY S)BYD €658 S84 BuiBy,, ,‘suompuog Buip|ing afesun, oAy SfdUD LLES +8#

L

~UBisaq pajepinQ, ,‘s107 padeys senbou, pY BIGAY 0v0Zl €8#

Hodey Areulwijald sAu0 ayr ur palybig, se peunusp| s|eased
109(0.1d uawdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysepn g "ON Juswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues



09 10 0¢

.SBuipjing 1o pue jueoep, UCIBUIYSEM 0Z6LL  06#

SBuIp|ing 1o pueT Juedep, 'sjo padeys Jeinbal|, 88# LuBiseQ perepinQ,  'PY BISAIY G502 98#

podey Areuiield sAuQ oui ur peiyblig, se palynuep| sjposed
193l04d 1usawdojanapay pieasjnog uoibuiysepn 2 "ON uswpuawy sbundg a4 ejueg



Linpnaselu| sjenbapeuy, 0S o 12
. SS900Y dfesun, ‘ubiseq perepinQ,
«S107 padeys senbai), ‘sBuipiing bulby, Aepy eindoeg €218 64

Linjnseljul ajenbapeuy,
« SS00Y jesun,, ‘ubiseg parepinQ, 'sio padeys
JseinBaul, ‘sioe [edishud osienpy, 'sbulpjing buiby, einoes 6118 £6#

Ll

vodey Areuiwjaid sAn0 ayi ul peiybiig, se peyiusp| s|goled
109l0.1d Juswdojanapay pieaajnog uolbuiysepp 2 "ON uswpuawy sburidg a4 ejues



05 Jo cc

Linonuiselu| arenbapeu), ss900y ajesun,,
«ubiseq petepinQ, ,‘'sbuipiing Buiby, ‘pY BIOAY £86L1 864

SS90V djesun,, ‘ubisag payepinQ, Aep BINDSS 9028 L6#

LainpnJiselu; syenbapeu, 2imonuaselu; sienbepeu,
.'ss900Yy aeSsun, ‘ublseq perepinQ, 8900V afesun, ‘ublsaq palepinQ,

«'S107 padeys senbauy, ‘sbuipiing Buiby, Aep BIN0OS 00V8 964 « S107 padeyg Jenbau, ‘'sbuipiing buiby, Aepy eInNd9S 018 G6#

Hodey Areulwjaid s An0 ayi ul peiybig, se paynuep| sjgosed
109lo.d Juswdojanapay pieasinog uolbuiysepn g "ON usawpuawy sbundg a4 ejueg



LQanjoniisequ ajenbapeu, 0sjoge
« SS800Y ajesun,, ‘ubiseq payepinQ,
«'S107 padeys seinbauy, ‘sBuipjing Buiby, Aep einoes goLg 20 L#

Sbulpjing 10 pueT juedep, uoiBulysem 02611  LOL#

- T L i
T ".

8injoniiselu ayenbapeul, ‘$$990y ajesun, 2lnoniiseiu| aienbapeuy,
Lubiseq perepinQ, .‘sto pedeys Jenbaul, ‘siooe ssa00y ojesun, ‘ubisaq parepinQ,

feaisAyd esienpy, . ‘sbuipjing buiby,, ,‘sBuip|ing eyesun, ©IN09S G118 00L# « 8107 pedeys Jenbeuy, ‘sbuipjing buiby, Aep eindes Ly18 664

podey Areuiwiaid sAuQ ayi ur peiybig, se payiusp| sjeoled
100l01d Jusawdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysep) g 'ON uswpuawy sbuudg a4 ejues



0S 10 2 L2innaiselul syenbapeuy, -
:.wwmoo< ajesun,, :.Cm_wwm_ palepinQ,,
MBIsa@ perepinQ, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, Py BIOAIH G96LL 90 L# «'S107] padeys Jeinbauy, ‘sbulpjing Buiby, Aep einoeg 0018 SOL#

Limonuiselju; ayenbapeu, Linponaselu| aienbapeuy,
« SS800Y 8jesun, ubiseq psrepinQ, Ssse00y ojesun, ubiseq parepinQ,

mub|_ bwam;w \_m_:mm‘:r LsBuipjing mc_@<= >m>> E:oow gl Fw voE wuo._ padeys Lm_smmt_: Jsbuiping mc_m<= >m>> mSomw Ol Fw morm

Hodey Areutwiiaid s Ano ayy Ui paiybig, se payiusp| sj@oled
100lo.d Juawdojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysep z "ON uawpuawy sbulids a4 elues



ainjoniseJju Om—;vmfm__ 0G JO G¢
n h. ) :h _ H. H. ) _ D H. ﬂ O: Eh _ __ m _ n I .
_wHO|_:U®Q.mF‘_m \_M_met_: aame_U__:m Bu _@<= >N>> Beindes £0cs8 :C@ s palepin sbu pin Bu @( P / #

VLT EP8:T 98
BECAL TEN 0 ~
oA S

Buib ‘PY BIBAIYH 6961 | Jubiseq pelepinQ, ‘sbuipiing buiby, "pY e1onY /9611 LOL#
Lubiseq perepinQ,, ,‘sbuipjing buiby,, !

Biig, se peynuep| s|eored
Hodey Areulwijeid sAuQ sy ul paybi : ool
109[0.4d uswidojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysep) Z "ON uswpuawy sbulidg o4




0S Jo 92 Loinionujselju| arenbapeu,
LubBiseQ parepinQ, « SS900Y djesun,, ‘ubiseg perepinQ,
« S107 padeys senbaul, ‘sbuipiing buiby, Py BIOAId €261 TLL# « S107 padeyg Jenbauy, /sbuipiing bulby, Aep einoeg 9gi8 I L#

LQinoniselu) syenbapeuy, . oJlnjonisesu| eyenbeapeul, $s900y ayesun,, ..
.'$$800Y afesun, /ubisaq parepinQ, ubiseQ perepinQ, ,'s10 padeys Jeinbaull,

« $)07 padeys sejnboaull, ,'sbuipiing buiby, Aepy einoes zzig 2l L# «'sButp|ing Buiby,, ,‘sbuip|ing ajesun, Aep) eIn0sS 6028 LLL#

Wodey Areuiwiiaid s A0 ey ul payblg, se paliuep| sjgosed
199[04d Juswdojanapay pieaajnog uolbuiysepn Z "ON Juawpuawy sbulds a4 ejuesg



0510 /2
Lubiseq pajepinQ, [ubiseq parepinQ,
. S107 padeys Jenbeuil, ‘sbuipjing Buiby,  "py elony Ly6LL 8L 1# « S107 padeyg Jsejnbau, ‘sbuipying bulby,  "pYd eionlY /€611 LLL#

SS900Y ajesun,, ahcm_mwh_ parepinQ,,
MuBise@ parepinQ, « S107 padeys Jenbau, ‘sBuipjing
«'S107 padeys senbau, ‘sbuip|ing Buiby, 9l L# buiby, ,‘'suompuod Bulp|ing afesun, P BIOAIH 69611 G L#

100l0.1d Juawdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysepn g "ON uawpuswy sbundg a4 ejues



LQinpnaiselu| ayenbaspeul, 0G jo 82 SBuipjing 1o pueT uedep,, ‘$S$800Y ajesun,,
« $S900Y ofesun,, ‘ublsaq payepinQ, . ublsaq paiepinQ, .'sio padeys Jejnbouly,,
«'S107 padeys sejnbeul, ‘sbulp|ing buby, U9SUBIOS $228 Zcl# « sauadelpy s|qedwodu, ‘sbulp|ing Buiby, ussual0S 0£Z8 L2 l#

Lubisaq parepinQ, uBiseQ parepinQ,
« S107 padeys Jseinbaul, ‘sbuipling Bulby, Py BIOAIH 6S6LL 02 L# «'S107 padeys Jenbeu), ‘sbuipjing buiby,

‘P BIOAIY SS6LL 6L L#

uodey Areuiwield sAu0 ayy ul payybiig, se paijiiuep| sjeored
199load 1uawidojanapay pieaajnog uojbuiysepn 2 "ON uswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues



0S jo 62
Mubisaq perepinQ,, LUbisaQ parepinQ,
« 107 padeys Jseinbauly, ,‘sbuipling bulby, U9sUBI0S 0128 9T h# «'S107 padeys Jenbaul, 'sbuipling buiby, UasULIOS 20c8

Llnonnselu) ajenbspeul, ‘ssa00y ajesun,, olnlonuiseuju| arenbapeu,,
. ubisaQg psrepinQ,, ,‘sio padeyg Jenbaui, «'$8900Y ajesun,, ,‘ubiseq parepinQ,,
« Si0joeH [edISAyd 8slenpy, ,‘sbuipjing Bulby, uesuLI0S 9028 Y2 L# « S107 padeyg Jenbaul, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, U9SUBIOS 128 E2L#

Hoday Areulwijaid sAuD eyy ui peiyblig, se payiusp| sjgoled
193l0.1d Juawidojanapay pieaajnog uolbuiysepn Z "ON luawpuswy sbulidg a4 ejues




.SSe00y 8jesun,, 0S Jo 0E L2inloniiselju) arenbapeu, ‘SS800Y ajesun,
ublseq parepinQ, ‘si0i0e4 [eaisAyd osionpy,, ubisaq parepinQ, .‘s1o07 padeys Jeinbauy,
« sBuipling buiBy,, ,‘suompuo Bulp|ing ajesun, eISAIH 61611 OEL# « S10}0e4 [ed1sAyd esianpy, ‘sbuipling buiby, ussusioS 8028 62| #

MUBisaq parepinQ, Aubisaq perepinQ.,,
ussuelos 0Lg8 82l# S107 padeys Jsejnbau), ,‘'sbuip|ing Bulby,, uasuelos glgg lol#

Hodey Areurwijaid sAuQ sy ul poyblig, se payiusp| s|eored
1098[0.1d juswidojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn g "ON uswpuawy sbulids a4 ejues




0G {0 |€
Sbuip|ing
SS000Y opesun,, ‘sbuipiing buiby,  uolbulysepm 899LL LEL# 10 pueT JuedeA, 's1o7 padeys Jeinbaul,

hhww._ocw_ozwﬁ_
LuBiseq perepinQ, ,‘sbuiping buiby,, ussualog 8208 VEl# Buipjing oN,, .‘sbuipjing Jo pueT uede),  ‘PY BIOAIY GH6LL ZEL#

Hodey Areuiwijaid sAuQ au ul peiyblig, se payiuep| sjeosed
193l01d uawdojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn Z "ON uawpuswy sbundg a4 ejues




SS900Y ajesun, 0S Jo ¢g
ublse( pajepinQ, . ‘sioloed jeaishyd esienpy,
« Seouagelpy ajquedwoouy, 'sbuipjing Bulby, ussusioS G208 v k# sbuipjing buiby,  uolBuUIySEM OYLLL O L#

Sbuip|ing Jo pueT sbuip|ing 1o puen
uBORA, 'SSOO0Y aesuf, ‘sBulpjing Buiby, uoibulysepm ¥ELLL 6EL# lueoep, 'sS800Y afesun, ‘sbuip|ing bulby, uolbulysem 0ZZLL 8EL#

sggsﬁ 3
i

Hodey Areurwjaid sAu oy ur paiybig, se peynusp| sjeosed
108l0.ad Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysep g "ON Juswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues



09 Jo g8

_sBuipjing BuiBy, UBSUBIOS /228 O L# SPup|ing Buiby,,  ussusl0S €128 S L#

.SS900Yy ajesun,
«ubise@ paiepinQ, . ‘sbuip|ing Buiby, uolbulysepm 8GZLL i lL#

i

T e

ok
LK

4]

vodey Areulwiaid sAu eyl ul pajybiig, se payiuep| s|eoled
100l0.1d Juawdojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysep Z "ON luawpuawy sbulids a4 ejues



09 j0 vE

Sbuipjing Buiby,  uolbulyseM ZrOLL 8SL# SBuIpIng IO PUET JUBJEA,  USSURIOS 108

SBuIp|Ing 10 pueT juedep, UBSUBIOS 1028 Sbulpjing Buiby, 1S UBWSYEM LESLL LbL#

Hodey Areulwijaid sAup ey ur paiybilg, se peynuepj sjeosed
109l04d 1uswdojanapay pJeasjnog uoibuiysep\ Z "ON Juswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejues




Jueoep, ‘einoniisesu; eyenbepeul, 0§ Jo G¢
« $8900Y 8jesun,, ‘ubisag payepinQ,
«'S107 padeys sejnbaul, ‘sbuipjing Buiby,, 29L# SS900Y ojesun, ,‘sbuipiing buiby,,  uolbulysepm 8¥9LL  L9L#

(2injoniiselju| slenbapeu), ssa00y
ajesun,, ,‘ubisaq parepinQ, ,‘s1o] 2Injoniselyu;
padeys Jenbauil, ,'sbupjing Buiby, oAy suoiseal] GE08 091# ayenbepeu| ‘ubiseq perepin0, oAy MOl OV 18 6GL#

Hodey Areuiwijeid sAnQ ey ul peybiig, se paiusp| sjeoled
109l0.d 1uswdol|anapay pieasjnog uojbuiysep) Z "ON Uswpuawy sbuldg a4 ejuesg



JL2Jlnloniiselu; e1enbapeu), ss900y 0G 0 9¢ (oinonuiseiju| arenbapeu,, ‘Ssad0y
afesun, ‘ubiseQ parepinQ, ‘sl ayesun, ,‘ubiseq perepinQ, ,'s1o
padeys Jseinbaul, ‘sbuipiing BuiBy, oAy suoiseaiq 0€08 99L# padeys Jsenbauy, ‘sbuiping buiby, oAy uody 2gl8 S9L#

Linpniiseljuj ayenbapeu), ‘ss000y Sbuipjing
ajesun, ,‘ubiseq peiepinQ, . 'sio’ Jo pueT ueoep,, ‘ubiseq peiepinQ,
padeyg Jenbaul, . ‘'sbuipjing Bulby, -eAy suolsesld 0208 9 L# S107 padeyg Jejnbeauy, ,‘sbuipjing Buiby, uoibuiysepy $9911L €9L#

voday Areulwiaid s Ao ey ul pejybiig, se paynuspl s|edled
109l0.1d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uoibuiysepn Z "ON uswpuawy sburidg a4 ejuesg



L2injonaisequ| arenbspeu), ‘'$s800y 0S Jo /¢ JLaanonaselu| alenbepeu), 'sse00y
ajesun, ,‘ubiseq perepinQ, .'sio7 syesun,, ,‘ubiseq perepinQ, ,‘sio7
pedeys Jsenbeuly, ‘sbuip|ing BuiBy, oAy su0lse8I4 218 OLL# padeyg Jenbeu, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, oAy Hod|ly 2218 691#

JLalnoniiselu) | :&Eo:bwm:c_ alenbapeul, . ‘ss000y
eyenbapeuy, ‘ubiseq perepinQ, ,'sio’ ajesun, ,‘ubiseq perepinQ, ,'sio7
padeys Jseinbauy, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, oAy Hod|ly 018 89L# pedeys Jeinbauly, ‘sbuipjing Bulby, oAy suoiseaid 8E08 L9L#

Hodey Areuiwjaid s Aup ayi ur paiybilg, se paynuep| sjeoied
109l0.1d uswdojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn ¢ "ON uawpusawy sbundg o4 ejuesg



SBulpling Jo pueT juedep, 0G0 8¢
. einjonuiseljuy erenbepeu), SS90y apesun,,

«ubiseq pelepinQ, ,‘'sbuiping buiby, -eAy uod|ly 8L18 V/IL# SBuipjing buiby, oAy uod|ly 9608 €/ H#

Buip|ing [els, ‘@injoniisesyu| syenbspeut,
L2Janonaisequ alenbapeu, .'ss@00y ajesun,, .‘ubisaq parepinQ,
«ubiseq palepinQ, ,‘sbuipiing buiby, -eAy wodily 208 ¢/l# 'S107 padeyg Jsejnbauy, ‘sBuipjing Buiby, oAy Wod|lV #7218 LLL#

vodey Areutwijeld sAND ayy ul paiyblig, se paynuspi sjedied
19301 1uswidojanapay paeasinog uolbuiysepn g "ON uswpuawy sburidsg a4 ejueg



06 10 6€ Jeianjonaselu) arenbapeuy,
'$5900Y ofesun,, ,‘ubiseg paiepinQ,
SS900Y ajesun,, ‘sbulpjing Buiby, oAy uosne|s G9/LL 8LL# «'S107 padeyg Jenboau) ‘sbuipjing Bulby, oAy uosne|S 69LLL LLL#

inoniisesu| erenbapeu), 'Sse00y ajesuf,,
Jubiseq perepinQ,, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, oAy vod|\v 86€8 GLL#

B
vodey Areuiwijaid s Aup ey ul paybiig, Se payiuep| sjeoled
100lo.d 1uawdojanapay pieasjnog uoibuiysepn g "ON Juawpuswy sbundsg a4 ejuesg



sBuipjing 0gjoor SBuipjing Jo pueT Juedep,, ,‘8Inonsel]|
JO s107 JuedEA, ‘S107 pade einbe . alenbapeul, ‘ubiseq pale
7 pedeys ejnBou), oAy Hodlly 908 Z8L# O i s Ty . i S ———

SSO00Y 2Jesun “wmc_b_:_m @C_m< .®>< uosne
n &« . . . » _m QNN—' —1 OwF :
# SS900Y ajesun,, ., wmc__u__sm mc_m< ‘DAY Uosne|g #
H H H ” mNN —. F ON —-

£225P9Y (2957

. ﬁu&mﬁ EEm__u =

yodey Aeuiwgid s A0 eyl ul ps) m
i A | poybiig, se payiuep| sjeored
109l01d Juswidojanapay pieaajnog uolbuiysepn 2 "ON uswpuawy sbulds a4 ejues



0S 10 ¥
L2inonaselu ajenbapeu, L2injoniiselju| sienbepeuy,
ubisaq paiepinQ, ,'sbuipiing Buiby, oAy Hod|ly 9228 «'uBisaQ palepino, ,‘sbuipjing buiby,

oAy Uod|ly gge8 S8L#

et T

JQinonnselu; aienbapeu,
oinpnuselju srenbapeu), ‘ubiseqg parepinQ,

. SS900Y ofesun, ,‘ubiseq palepinQ,
h oAy Wod|lY 0028 V8 L# «'S107 padeyg Jenbau ‘sBuipjing Buiby,,

« S107 padeys sejnbaul| ‘sbuip|ing Buiby,

oAy LodllY 20v8 €8L#

L
= %

R e 3
Yo mapEE—

yodey Areuiweid s.Au0 syt ul peyblg, se paluep| s|edled
199l0.1d Juswidojanapay pieaajnog uolbulysepy ¢ "ON uswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejueg




L2Jnonuiiselu| ayenbapeu, oslocy L2Injonaseiu| syenbapeul,
' SS920Y afesun,, ‘ubiseq parepinQ, « SS90y afesun, ,'ubiseq peiepinQ,
«'S107 padeys Jseinbauy /sBupiing Buiby, ‘eAy uosne|s /0811 061# «'S107 padeyg Jeinbauy ‘sbuipiing Buiby, -eay uosne|s 20811 68L#

Lanoniselu| arenbapeuy,
« $S900Y 8jesun, ‘ubiseq paiepinQ, Jalnoniseiu| ayenbapeu,
«'S107 padeyg sejnbeuy| ‘sbulpjing Buiby, oAy uosnels z0gLL 88L# «ubisaq perepinQ, .‘sbuipjing Buiby, oAy Lod|ly 2828 /8L#

Hodey Areulwiieid sAuD ey Ul paiyblig, se paluep| sjeoled
108lo.1d Juawidojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysep Z "ON usawpuawy sbuilids a4 ejues



Jueoep, ‘einjoniisesju| sienbapeul, oS Jo sy (Blnloniiseljuy syenbspeuy,
:.wwm00< wu_.mw_(_D: :.Cm_wwo _Uw“_.mnt‘_o: :hwmeUX\ wu_..meD: .MC@_@@D nwwmﬂﬁ.:ouw
« 107 padeys Jseinfaul ‘sbuipling bulby, "eAy uosneis L08LL v6EL# « S107 padeyg senbau ‘sbuipjing bulby, oAy uosne|s €08LL €6 L#

Linnuisedu| eyenbapeu, A 2Injonuiselu] ajenbapeuy,
. $S900Y 8jesun, ,‘ubiseq parepinQ, .‘ssa00y ejesun, ‘ubisaq peatepinQ,

«'S107 padeys Jseinbau /sbuipiing Buiby, oAy uosne|s Go8LL 261# « S1071 pedeys Jenbau ‘sBuipjing buiby, oAy uosne|S L08LL |6L#

Hodey Areulwijaid s AnQ ayy ui paiybilg, se paynuep| sjgored
109lo.id uawdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysep Z "ON uawpuawy sbulidg aq ejues



LJinruselu| syenbapeu, 0S 10 v Linpniseiyu| ayenbapeuy,
« SS900Y djesun,, ,‘ubisaq payepinQ, . $8900Y ayesun,, ,'ubiseg pejepinQ,
« S107 padeys Jsejnbau, ‘sbuipling Buiby, oAy uosneiS €1811 8614 «S107 padeys Jenbauf ‘sBuipjing Bulby, oAy uosne|s LigLL /6L#

Lainoniselu; senbspeu, oinpnaiselu| sienbapeu,
.'§S900Y ejesun), ,‘ubise@ pelepinQ, .'$5900Y afesun, ,‘ubisaQ patepInQ,

« S107 padeys Jejnbeu| ‘sbuipling Buiby, -eAy uosnels 60811 961# «'S107 padeyg Jeinbeau| ‘sbulp|ing Buiby, oAy uosne|s 608LL S6L#

voday Areulwijeid sAnQ ayy ut peyyblig, se payiuep| sjeoied
108l0.1d Juswdojanapay pieaajnog uolbuiysep 2 "ON uawpuawy sbulids a4 ejues



JAueoep,, ‘einjoniselyu) 0S Jo §p JAuBoBA, ‘@InjoniIseyu)
alenbepeuy, ,‘ssa00y ajesun, alenbapeuy, ‘ubiseq psiepinQ,
(ubiseq paiepino, ,‘sbuipiing Buiby,  -eay uodily 0£€8  202# « 8107 padeys Jsenbaui, ,‘'sbuiping Buiby, oAy podjly ZLES  LOC#

Juedep, ‘eimoniiseliu] erenbepeuy, L2inoniselu; alenbapeut,
:nww®00< w*mwc:: R.C@_mmo U@H@Uﬁ—\douu nnnwwmoo< m%mmCDu_ nnh—l_@_mmo Umﬁmvﬁjo:

« 107 padeys Jsenbau) ‘sbuipling Bulby, oAy uosnels Lz8lL 00z# « S107 padeyg Jejnbau sbulpling Bulby, -eAy uosne|S GIL8LL 661#

Hodey Areulwiiaid s A0 ey ul peiybilg, se payiusp| s|eoied
109lo1d juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysepn g "ON uawpuawy sburidg a4 ejues



0G jo 9y

SS200Yy 9jesun,,
«ubiseq peiepinQ, . ‘sbuipjing buiby, ‘eAy uod|ly GL¥8 902# SBupjing buiby, -eAy uosne|s G0LLL SOZ#

LlInjoniiselyu; syenbspeuy, ‘ssa00y ajesun,, Llmonaselul ayenbapeuy, ‘SS900Y ofesun,,
~ubiseq paiepinQ, ,‘sbuiping Buiby,  “sAy wod|ly £0v8 Y02# ubiseq perepinQ, . ‘sbuipjing buiby, oAy bod|¥ 6£€8 €0c#

Hodey Areuiwiieid s Aug syt ui peyblg, se payiusp| s|poed
108014 Juswidojanapay pieasjnog uolbuiysepn g ‘ON uawpuawy sbundsg a4 ejues



LJinonuselu| ayenbapeu;, 0S o /v L2inonaselu; srenbapeuy,
SS90y djesun,, ‘ubiseq parepinQ, SS90V djesun,, ,‘ubiseq payepinQ,
« S107 padeyg Jsejnbau, ‘sbuipjing Buiby, -eAy uod|ly 2018 ZlLa# «'S107 padeyg Jeinbaul, sbuipjing buiby, oAy Wod|ly LOI8 Lic#

"OAY Uod|ly 61€8 802#

Hodey Areulwijaid sAuD ey ur peyblg, se peynuep| sjeoted
109lo1d Juswdojanapay piensjnog uolbuiysepn Z "ON luswpuawy sbulids a4 ejues



0G jo 8¥
L2injoniiselu; ayenbepeul, ‘sseooy ajesun,, LQinjoniselur alenbapeu, ‘'sseooy ajesun,

« ubiseq@ parepinQ, .‘sbuipiing buiby, -eay bod|y 6228 9leg# «ubiseq parepinQ, .‘sbulpjing buiby, -eAy uod|ly 2028 SLg#

b
N
//
TN
Aueoep, ‘Buiping [ejop, ‘ainonnselu| exenbapeul, LQinlonaiseuu| srenbapeuy,
. $S900y 8jesun, ‘ubiseq parepinQ, .‘sio1oe Sssa00y ejesun, ‘ubisaq paiepinQ,
[eo1shyd esienpy,, ‘sbuipiing buiby,, .‘sbuipiing ofesun, uodily G028 1a# «'S107 padeys Jejnbau, ‘sbuipiing Bulby, oAy uodily SE18 €lg#

Hodey Areuiwjaid sAuQ sy ul pejydlg, se payiusp| s|gaied
109[0.d Juswdojanapay pieasjnog uojbuiysep\ ¢ "ON Juswpuawy sbulidg a4 ejuesg



0S J0 6

LSinpniiselu; syenbepeu, ‘sseooy
ojesun, ,‘ubiseqg parepinQ, ‘sbuipjing buiby,, 022#

LSinonuisesu| erenbspeu), ‘ubiseq paiepinQ,
«'S107] padeyg sejnbeu, ‘'sbuipiing Buiby,  vod|ly £0€8 6lLg#

sbupping
«Qlnoniseiu| sienbapeuy, ‘ubiseq palepinQ, 1o pueT Juedep,, S‘ainoniiselu| ajenbapeu,
« S107 padeys Jsejnbouy, ‘sbuiping BuilBy,  uvodjy 528 8iz# ublsaq parepinQ, .‘sbuipjing buiby, oAy uod|ly €28 Lig#

= T o —

././ / 2 : . it . .a )
Hoday Areurwijeid sAuQ sy ur peiybig, se peynuep| sjedsed
198l01d Juswdojanapay piensjnog uojbuiysepp z "oN swpuawy sbulidsg a4 ejues



0S J0 09

LUBlsa@ palepinO, 'PY @010 G€S8 9zeH

Linoniiselu| ayenbapeuy, ‘sse0oy
ajesun,, ,‘ubise( palepinQ, .‘sbuipiing buiby, Py 214 €298 S2T# Sbuipjing Buiby, oAy uosne|s 00LLL 2gc#

vodey amc_e__.mi sAND eyy ul payybiig, se paynuep| sjgdsed
109load 1uswdojanapay pieadjnog uoibuiysepn g "ON luawpuawy sbunds a4 ejueg



